FY2016 - National Brownfields Grant Proposal Programmatic Capability Evaluation - Assessment

STRUCTIONS:
‘0 navigate through this form, use the "Tab™ keys. This will move you through the form on a question-by-question basis. If you hit the "Enter” key, you will be moved

rough the form vertically, which will no longer prompt you to | onagq by-q ion basis.

IProposal N r App State:

R 04-16-A-037 The City of Greenwood MS

Date: Reviewer:

Programmatic Capability
Score:
(40 points i )

40

Ranking Criteria

[refer to the Guidelines for additional information on all ranking criteria]

Ranking Criteria Comments

Score

V.B.5.a. Programmatic Capability - All
pplicants must respond to ranking Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)
criterion [28 points]

28

Describe the organizational structure you will utilize to
jensure the timely and successful expenditure of funds
land completion of all technical, administrative and
ffinancial requirements of the project and grant. Include
la brief discussion of the key staff including their roles,
lexpertise, qualifications, and experience.

Describe the system(s) you have in place to
lappropriately acquire any additional expertise and
jresources (e.g. contractors or subawardees) required to
jsuccessfully complete the project. Please refer to
§Section IV.F regarding contractors and subawards.

28

Ranking Criteria Comments
et

Score

V.B.5.b. Audmndmgrs - All applicants
ust respond to ranking criterion [2 Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)
ints]

Describe any adverse audit findings. If you have had
jproblems with the administration of any grants (e.g.,
jcompliance reporting, expenditure of funds), please
[describe how you have comected, or are comecting, the
jproblems. If you have not, please affirm that you have
Inot had any adverse audit findings. Respond to this
criterion regardiess of whether or not you have had a
deral or non-federal assistance agreement. [Failure
'o address this section may result in zero points for this
factor.]

Ranking Criteria Comments

Score

V.B.5.c.i. Past Performance and

|Accomplishments - Applicant who
currently or has ever received an EPA Strengths (R for awarding points) Weak (R for not ing points)
Brownfields Grant [10 points]

1 mphiance with nt Requirements {5 Point:
Discuss your compliance with the work plan, schedule
fand terms and conditions. Include whether you have
jmade, or are making, progress towards achieving the
lexpected results of the grant in a imely manner. If you
lare not, please explain why. Discuss what comective
measures you look, or are taking, and how the
jcorrective measures were documented and
jcommunicated

Discuss your history of imely and acceptable quarterly
performance and grant deliverables, as well as, ongoing
Assessment, Cleanup and Redevelopment Exchange
Systemn (ACRES) reporting

If you have an open EPA Brownfield grant(s). please
xplain your need for additional funding. Additionally,
jfor all open grant(s) indicate the grant period (start and
lend date), if there are funds remaining, and the plan to
jexpend funds by the end of the grant peniod

For all closed EPA Brownfields grant(s), indicate if there
were funds remaining at the time of closure, the amount
jof remaining funds and a bref explanation of why the
funds were not expended
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2. Accomplishments (5 Points)

Describe the accomplishments (including specific
joutputs and outcomes) of your grant funded program,
ncluding at minimum, the number of sites assessed
land/or cleaned up. Discuss whether these outputs and
joutcomes were accurately reflected in ACRES at the
time of this proposal submission, and if not, please
laxplain why

Ranking Criteria

Cec

omments

E.S.c.ﬁ. Past Performance and
\Accomplishments - Applicant who has
not received an EPA Brownfields Grant
but has received other federal or non-
|federal assistance agreements [10 points]

1, Purpose and Accomplishments (5 Points}
Describe the awarding agency/organization, amount of

ffunding, and purpose of the grant(s) you have received.

Discuss the accomplishments (including specific
loutputs and outcomes) of the project supported by
these grants, including specific measures of success
ifor the project supported by each type of grant
received

liance with nt Requirement: Point:
iDescribe your compliance with the work plan, schedule
land terms and conditions. Include whether you made,
jor are making, progress towards achieving the
lexpected results of the grant in a timely manner.
Discuss what comective measures you took, or are
taking, and how the comective measures were
jdocumented and communicated

Discuss your history of imely and acceplable reporting,
las required by the awarding agency/organization.

Strengths (Reasons for awarding points)

10

Enkino Criteria

V.B.5.c.iii. Past Performance and
Accomplishments - Applicant who has
never received any type of federal or non-
federal assistance agreements

5 points]

Score

eneral Comments tional

Reviewers may include any general comments on the
lapphcant's response to the Programmatic Capability
enteria. These comments will not impact subcriteria
scores or the final Programmatic Capability score
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FY2016 - National Brownfields Grant Proposal Evaluation - Assessment

INSTRUCTIONS:
[To logically navigate through this form, enter the "Tab™ keys. This will move you through the form on a question-by-question basis. If you hit the "Enter” key, you will be
fmoved through the form vertically, which will no longer prompt you to answer i ona by basis.
[Proposal Number (152 |RD4-16-A-03T7
|Applicant Name: City of Greenwood Ranking
State: MS Criteria Post-
Reviewers Name: ____________= heon: |Preten
avhewe ame: - (max. Score:
Reviewer's Organization: [EPR Region 4 points 160) Post-Discussion Notes
Date: |22212018
158 160
fiote The Rankng C a doos nof indlude the Frogrammatic Capabidy Score
Scores should be expressed in whole numbers only. Document score deciuons below and provide substantrve commants that previde the bass for your score
T
Ranking Criteria e Sonn
[refer to the Guidelines for on all ranking criteria]
king Criteria Original Score
. Scors | Change
H.1. COMMUNITY NEED [50 points]
This section af your proposal provides the context for your project. The needs defined in this section should provide the foundation of your later discussion of the brownfeids project, planned community
[engagement and partnerships, and the ways the project will ubmately benefit your targeted commundy (both outputs and outcomes) Ths section of your namatve should identity your targeted community, as
oll a8 the commundy's brownfeld ssues and the impacts they have on the targeted community in which they are lscated, This secton should alsc present the emdranmental, beakh and/or welfare, and
jeconomic challenges faced by the targeted communiy as related to 23 brownfields Proposals will be evaluated on the quality and extent to which you have presented a compelling picture of yous brownfield|{s)
jand the needs of your targeted community
49 1
JAll proposals should demonstrate how the grant will serve a community(ies) to address of faciltate the identification and reduction of threats 1o the health or welfare of children, pregnant wormen, minofly of
fow-income communities, of other sensdve populations, and will serve a communiylies) thal & unable to draw on other sources of funding because of the small population or low income of the community
[Coalition proposals should demonsirate how the grant will serve coalibon partners and communities that would otherwsse not have access to resources to address brownfields. For exampdle, a state or county
friay put together a coaliton that includes small commungies that do not have the capacity to apply for brownfields funding on their own
Criveria B Criterion cms:: I:, Post-Discussion Notes:
Score 1,+2) %] REASON for Score Change
[v.B.1.a_Targeted and Brownfields [25 points Weaknesses (Feasons for not awarding points) 24 1
1.2}, Targeted Community Description {5 points) I
n n of your city, town, or geographec area to provide the
fts cutural and industnal history that establshes
geographic ates, dentty and descrl
vhere you plan to p
COMmAor, census i
1,0, raphi f ion (5 point 5
|7 rovide demographic information about your targe
pertinent ndeators of populabeon, unemployment, po
those shown in the suggested lable below, and cleary cie
ji jon of mfields (10 points 10
Describe the brownfields stes in your targeted communty Include
nformaton on the nature and extent of your brownfekds (such as past land
uses and ste actvties, potentaly retated emironmental ssues or
contaminarnts, and current condtions), real of pe
Mvronmental impacts sssociated with the br
prownfields” praxmity to the targeted cammus
lv, Cumulative Environmen 5 pol n 3
In adamon t of brownfeld sfes, provide a summary {usng
avadabie nformaton) of other onmantal ssues (e g
siting of power pl . d r ardhils. congested hghways, or
other sources o land p her enviconmental justce
jconcemns (such as overbur o3 of pobuton) which
may be present”
[V.B.1.b. Impacts on Targeted Community [10 points gths (Reasons for awarding points) { for nol awarding points ) 10
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and are unable 1o draw
tion, low ncome or

escribe why you_ as the apphcant, need this h g
jon cther sources of funding because of a small pop:
jotrner factors of the targeted commun

|0 escribe how local economic condbions may have been made worse due
pndusirial dechine. plant closures, natural dsasters, or other Sl;"!l.‘nl::lﬂ'.

drsruphons

CONOY

a Criteria
anking Score
Using exsting avadable nformation, pleasa respond 1o the Sems below 10
| Dmcuss impacts the brownfields have on pubbc health or welfare of your
fargeted commundy
|- Prowide mformaton describeng the threats (o health and weltare 1o senstive
erreronmental exposures, including brownfields
nformation on senstrve populations |
I Describe haw cumulative emaronmental andior brownfield ssues have
Jisproportionately impacted your tasgeted communty
.B.1.c. Financial Need [15 points] Strengths (Reasons for awarding poinls) for not g points) 15|
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16l m ! 1 Brownfs

ate on the demographic table above [Section V. B 1 a) and dscuss the
nomic effects (e g reduced tax base. lost jobs and
rtunities, depressed propery values, ongomg ¢ [
perties, eic | of the b

, BB

dismvestment. unicipal services
hat this discussion may include quanttative estimates and
@ the sources of such data

statstics, ciearty

[V.B.2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND FEASIBILITY OF SUCCESS [50 points]

[This section of your proposal describes your project and how it will be implemented. This section should demonstrate the feasibilty of the project you will fund with this grant, and the extent to which the grant wi
stimulate the availabdty of other funds for or and the sub it reuse of the targel area in which the brownfield site(s) is located

Proposats will be evaluated, as further described below, on the quality and extent to which you demonstrate:

- How your project will fusther the targeted community's land use and revialzation plans or vision

- 8 reasonable approach and methodology to achieve project goals, and expend funds in a timely and efficient manner
3 realstc bass for project costs:

@ reasonable plan 1o track and Measurs project progress; and

the avadabilty of. and access to, sufficient resources 1o complete the project

All proposals should demonstrate how the majorty of grant funds are allocated for tasks drectly with e T
[Site-specific proposals should demonstrate how the task descriptions and budget justfy the need for the amourt of funding requested fof the proposed ste
[Coalition proposals should demonstrate how the grant funds will address & minimum of five stes as well as sites located in esch coalition member's Jursdiction

Score
Critetion

Score c"‘:"’:;"“' Post-Discussion Notes:
1:*2) | REASON for Score Change

riteria Comments

[V.B.2.a. Project Description, Project Timing and Site Selection [25

ints] Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) L { for not awarding points) 25|

al,_Project Description [15 points)

Describe the project that will be funded under thes grant and how the project
ahgns with the targeted commundy's land use and revialzataon plans, In
dddion to the descrpton of the grant-funded assessment work, descr
redevelopment strategy or projected redevelopment for the property of
properties that are assessed

15

a i, Project Timing (5 points|
Describe your approach for o menting and executing key project acthvites
ithin the three year penod of performance Specifically address the tming of
ey project 2 ding contractor procurement, site select

tritie

i lection (5 point
For community-wide proposals, deschbe the process for pr
selecting s4es 1o assess, and for obtaining access to those stes

ing and

joR

assessment coaltion proposals, descnbe the propos.
structure amongst your coalbon partners which be impieme:
fardt setect stes to assess. and the process for obt

vRInance

ted 1o priontize
ng Bccess to those

utes

conditnns of the
e, andior

[VB2b Task Descriptions and Budget Table [20 points] Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding points) 20|

At 15
List the tasks requered to implement
that will take 8 undd

SEMICES Necessar

assessments, Phase |l er
larea-wide plans, or ste

jof outputs |

site cleanup plans
on | F 1 for an explanation

ach grant-funded task, which descnbes the bass
o5 Costs by the budget categones shown
s substance and petroleum
hazardous substance related
pproprate, present und costs
and quan! ctual Costs Conduct Phase 1
assessments on free sfes ot & cost of §3 each for a total of $12.500)
Explam any costs that appear to be atypical {1 e unusualy tigh or low)

jets (e g, Contra

Do nat include tasks for actvibes that sre nebgible uses of funds under EPA's
assessment grant (e g , land acquistion, buddng demaltion that is not
necessary io assess contaminaton at the ste, buliding or
dmmstrative o such as indirect costs}

[0mcuss how you plan
Jproject re

ck and Measurs your progress in Achieving the
comes and outputs)
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rhlﬂw Criteria
i

The table format below can be used to present the alocaton of EPA grant
lunds to the specific tasks descnbed above Specty the costs by budget
jcategory Include ONLY EPA grant funds m thes fable Acthities not supported
oy the grant should not be included in the budget table

Appheants requesting hazardous substance and petroleurn funding in the
same proposal must provade either two separate budget tables. of two
separate bne fems wil e budge! table, which dstngush hazardous
lsubstance funds from petroleum funds

Note EPA encourages the use of the table format below

o

i
§

[V.B.2.c. Ability to Leverage [5 Points] Sitr hs (Reasons for awarding ints) Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)

JOescribe other sources of funding or resources that you have. of may be
fseekng, to ensure the successful n alb stes ased
purth ths grant This should mchede pubbc or private resources |beyond this
Jarant) to achieve the assessment, cleanup, and/or redevelopment needs of
fhe brownfields stes Attach copies of any letters or documentation to

firm commits sof ged funding

it you are not yet able to wdentfy sources of veraged funding needed for this
project, then provide a recent examphe where you of your project partners

have successfully leveraged resources to achieve an enviranmental or
revitaization goal of your community (not necessanly on a brownfields s

of

F OMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT AND PARTNERSHIPS [25 points]

[This section of your proposal demonstrates how you will inform involve and inform the community and other stakeholders during the planning and implementation of your propect. Your responses to the critena
bvill also explain how your proposed communty engagement plan will meet the needs of the targeted community identified in the Community Need (Section V.B. 1) portion of your proposal and identify the
s and partners ¥ to achieve the benefits discussed in Project Benefits (Secton V.B.4)

Proposals will be evaluated on the qualty and extent to which they

| demonstrate actions of plans 1o effectively imvolve and inform the targeted y and relevant s

| ientity the relevancy of the authorty to the project,

L entfy roles of other relevant governmental partnerships; and

| identity the relevant roles of community organcations and affirm their imolement in the project through commément letters.

y-wide p shouid howee the whole not just locakzed groups dectly affected by a site or sites. has prowided input from the project nception and will be engaged
fthroughout the project

fSite-Specific proposals should discuss and demonsirate meaningful efforts to imvobve and infarm o groups of directly affected by the site, in addition to the broader commundy

IC oalition proposals should how all through this project have provided input from the beginning of the project, and will be engaged and informed throughout the project.
|- calition proposals should demonstrate that the grant recipient will ensure that community engagement is talored specifically to the needs of each targeted
jcommunity and coaltion member

Criteria Comments

[v.B.3.a. Plan for Targeted & Other lders; 4 . r - s
o g Proj Progress [15 points; Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) for pot g points)
1

Post-Discussion Notes:
REASON for Score Change

Al
[oscuss your plan for swvohing the targeted commundy and other
htakehokders (such as neightorhood organzations, citzens groups, property
fowners, lendess. business ofganzations and developers] in the planning and
hmplementation of your project (whech may include project planmng, ste
[selecton for assessmerts, cleanup decriions, and reuse planning)

Ji, Communicating Progres: [nts
Cescribe your plans for communicating the progress of your project 1o
ommunity members Also, describe how the identfed communicaton plans
Jare appropnate and etfectve for the targeted communty(ms)

Ivore: Apphicants may address this crteron by vanous means that show
ymeaningful public engagement whers information is shared and vews and
nput are actvely sohcted, including public meeltings, webinars, use of
imedia, and internet forums Applicants must demonstrate how they wall
engage the largeled comm,
he propased project

ity in meanipgful ways o ensure success of

[v.B.1.b. Partrerships with Government Agencies [10 points] Strengths (Reasons for swarding points) ] R for not ding points)

[-X] al'StateTribal Environmental Authority (5 points)

[Friease identdy and provide mformaton on the agency which runs the relevant
brownfields, voluntary cleanup o other simiar program at the local'state/tribal
evel 1 € | the emaronmental agency andlor health agency)

idertfy and provide informaton on other relevant federal, state, and/or local
guvemmental agencies with which you will partner during your Bssessment
project (e g EPA DOT, HUD. a healh agency)

o

Weaknesses (Reasans for nol awsrding points)

[V.B.).c. Partnerships with Community Organizations [10 points)

i mm i iption ais
nclude @ description of each commundy organzation imvoked in your project,
a5 well n3, thes role in and commtments to the plannng and implementation
ot the project EPA may conduct reference checks to ensure that
organzations dentfied are supportrve and irvotved with the brownfields
project
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you have discussed
toject desc
and implermentat
rtarnt @s the con

Original
Score

[V B4 PROJECT BENEFITS [25 points]

This section of your proposal describes the anticipated outcomes and benefiis expected from your project in the contexd of the needs you discussed in the Communty Need (Section V B 1), the broader
planning efforts as discussed in the Project Description (Section V B.2). including sustainabla redevelopment and the near-term efforts ta suppor sustainable environmental practices in the community. It wall

femployment and expar
Fedeveiopment of stes

e which may be achieved t
ssessed under this g

ugh
c a5 possible)

smic benefts assocated wih stes to be reused for

£ Pt-Ty activties. Examples may include areas
aris, recreaton areas. greenways,

lers and other nat-for-profa, governmental of chartable

LSS o
greenspace

on spaces bwares. schools, health centers, conars, fro

ation Potential; Partnerships with Worklorce [

Programs {2 polnts)

d efforts to promote kecal hiring and procurement or link

of redevelopment re
may include, but are not imited to p

[Reviewers may mchude any general comments on the applicant's response to
fthe Raniong crteria These comments will not impact subcriterm scores or the
[final Raniong score

25 -
jalso describe how the outcomes of ths assessment work will contribute 1o the ¥ plan for the of brownfields sites. Proposais will be evaluated on the qualty and extent to which they
jdemansirate the potental of the project, or the development plan for the project area, (o realize significant outcomes. and benefits to the and ronment of the community, faciltate
jervironmentaly sustainable redevelopment planning and equitable development, and stimulate economic or non-economic benefs
Score
Criterlon
Criteria Comments Score Change (e.g Post-Discussion Notes:
-1.+2) REASON for Score Change
B.4.a. Health andior Welfare and E [10 points Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding points) 10/
j4.2.0, Health and/or Welfare Benefits {5 points] 5
e he hoalth andior welfare benefits ar ted from this gra
ader project). and how these benefts will address the health andior
H.aii Environmental Benefits (5 points] 5
Describe the e nmertsl & it cipated from this grant
ts will address the en
‘B.4.b. Environmental Benefits from Infra ture ReuseSustainable
i ” om reativg Strengths (Reasons for swarding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding pownts) B
[Reuse [B polnts]
licies, Planning, and Other Tool | 5
Provide examples of how you will use your community or organcation's
M b0l Integrating Equita or Livability Principh 3
points)
Cescribe how your approach to address and re
Inco rate equiable development practces of the HUD-D
Princples, such as smproved transportation choces, affardab
other considerations as d d in Sechon | D of these guidel
ts (I
v E.':‘; Ecenomic and Community Benahts (long-tefm benefits) (7 Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) Weaknesses (Reasans for nol awarding paints) 7
i ¢
i mic of r Benefi i 5
Oscuss potential outcomes an < benefits, such as increased
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FY2016 - National Brownfields Grant Proposal Evaluation - Assessment

INSTRUCTIONS:
|To logically navigate through this form, enter the “Tab" keys. This will move you through the form ona qucwon-uy-quesum basis. If you hit the “Enter” key, you will be
moved through the form vertically, which will no longer prompt you to answer i ona g by basis.
Proposal Number t RO1-16-A |RO4-16-A-037
|Applicant Name: City of Greenwood, Mississippi Ranking
5 tate: WS Criteria Post-
Score: |Discussion
Reviewer's Name: L=
- = {max. Score:
Reviewer's Organization: EPA, Region 10 points 160) Post-Discussion Notes
Date: 211772016
flote The Ranking Critena Score does nof incude the Programmatic Capability Score
Scores should be expressed in whole numbers only. Document score decrsions below and provide substantive comments that provide the bass for your score
Ranking Criteria “‘é" Score
[refer to the for on all ranking criteria]
Original Score
[Ranking Criteria
g Score c
p—
[V-B.1. COMMUNITY NEED [50 points]
[This section of your proposal provides the context for your project The needs defined in this section should provide the foundation of your later discussion of the brownfields project, planned community
[engagement and partnerships, and the ways the project will ulimately benefit your targeted community (both outputs and outcomes ). This section of your narmative should identify your targeted commundy, as
el as the community's brownfield issues and the impacts they have on the targeted community in which they are located. This section should slso present the emviranmental, healh andior welfare. and
frconomic challenges faced by the targeted community as related to its brownfields. Proposals will be evaluated on the qualty and extent 1o which you have presented a compeling pecture of your brownfiekd(s)
jand the needs of your targeted community
43 1
padl proposals should demonsirate how the grant will serve a community{ies) to address or faciitate the identfication and reduction of threats to the health or welfare of children pregnant women, minofity of
Fw-income communiies, or other sensitive populations; and will serve a community{ies) that is unable 1o draw on other sources of funding because of the small population of low income of the community
[Coalition proposals should demonstrate how the grant will serve coalibon partners and commundies that would otherwise not have Bcoess 1o resources to address brownfields. For example, a state or cou
may put together a coaltion that includes smal communities that do not have the capacity to apply for brownfields funding on their own.
Criterion Score Post-Discussion Notes:
riteria Comments Change (e.g. .
& Score sy ¥ REASON for Score Change
Targeted Comm and Brownflelds [25 points Strengths (Reasons for swarding Weaknesses (Reasans for nol awarding points) 22 1|
i ipti ints 4
N of your Cty, town, oF geogr area to provide the
nd on s cultural and industral hstory that esta
wifinid chalianges
Within this gecgraphc ares, dentity and descrbe the targeted communty
T8 you plan to perfom
jasstnct, corneor
£
1aji hic Information (5 5
F"'mcr dcrr'c"r.::-h-: -"’r'a'v;n about y geted community inchuding
werty, mnorbes. and
ch as those shown in the s\.-]';e-a.rc ta low, and clearly cte
rces of your data
‘I alll De of Brownfields (10 points) [} 1
ibe the brownfiekds stes in yo I.:.'_1
activities, potentialy related e
3, and current co
pervronmental smpacts assocaated with the brownf
jbrownfields’ prommity to the targeted community
1.aiv. Cumulative Environmental lssues |5 points 5
n agdtion to the presence of brownfield stes, provide 8 summary (vsing
avaidable information) of other various cumutative environmental ssues (e g
saing of power plants, mcinerators, nd andfits, congested highways, o
of ar, water and land pod
h as overburdenang from eas:
may be present.”
B.1.b. Impacts on Targeted Community [10 points] R nesses (Reasons for nol awarding points) 9
g enstng avalable nlormabon, please respond to the tems below F]
[ncuss impacts the brownfields have on putie health or welfare of your
od commundy
Jroups in the targe
Jermeronmental exp
on senstive
 Describe how cumul
drsproportonately mpa
V.B.1.c. Financial Need (15 points) 12 1
1.c.i. Economic Conditions (5 points. 3
fOescribe why you. s the appleant, need this funding and are unable to draw
jor other sources of fu cause of a small population low income or
ween made worse due to
wer sagrificant

Greenwood_2 xdsx




JRanking Criteria

Il

@ d graphic table above (Section V B.1.a) and drscuss the
ey econom effects (e g reduced tax base, lost jobs and business
opportunibes, depressed property values, ongoing costs tn secure vac
properties, elc ) of the brownfieids on the targeted community

€ laborate o

led with brownfe kis such as bight
rden on muncipal services
¥mates and

etc To the extent that ths decusson may nclude qual
uiatatics, clearly cte the sources of such data

8.2, PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND FEASIBILITY OF SUCCESS (50 points]

This section of your proposal describes your project and how it will be implemented. This section should demonstrate the feasibilty of the project you will fund with this grant, and the extent to which the grant will
lstimulate the avakability of other funds for emvirons al assessment of and the quent reuse of the target area in which the brownfield site(s) is located

Proposals will be evaluated, as further described below, on the quality and extent to which you demonstrate
| How your project will further the targeted community's land use and reviakzation plans of vision,
a ble approach and o achieve project goals, and expend funds in a timedy and afficient manner;
. & reakstic basis for project costs
a reasonable plan to track and measure project progress; and
| the svailabdity of, and access to, sufficient resources lo complete the project

JAll proposals should demonstrate how the majortty of grant funds are alocated for tasks drectly associated with emaronmental site assessments.
|site-specific proposals should demonstrate how the task descriptions and budget justify the need for the amount of funding requested for the proposed ste

prop should how the grant funds will address a minimum of five sites as well as stes located in each coalition member's jurisdiction.

Original

Score

Criteria Comments

Criterion
Score

Change (.g.
-1, +2)

Post-Discussion Notes:
for Score Change

V-B:; . Project Description, Project Timing and Sits Selection [25 Strengths (Reasons for swarding points) Weaknessas (Reasons for not awarding points)
2.2.1, Project Description (15 points]

Describe the project that will be funded under thrs grant and how the project
Jabgrs with the targeted communiy's land use and revialzaten plans. In
addition to the description of the grant-funded assessment work, describe the
redevelopment strategy or projected redevelopment |
properbes thal are assessed

il

the property of

il _Proj Timis ints.
Describe your approach for implementng and exe

ect actvities
with +

t of

ey project activibes (Including contractor procurement. ste selec

g sfte access) and state who will be responsdble for

=

[OR

For assessment coaltion proposals, d
structure amongs! your coaktion partners w
and select stes to assess, and the process o
e

governance
top
those

JOR

For ste-specihc assessment proposals descrbe the e
ct property nciuding an wated levels of conta
us of cwnership of the ste

Fal

13

Strengths (Reasons for awarding poinle) Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding points)

1

Lrst the tasks required to . e proposed project, including the work

weil take piace under each grant-funced task and any addhonal work or

wCHSEATY ID carmy oul the project that will be Tunded &
iy and enumerate specific oulputs Trom the progect,

fech may include, bit are not imited to, Phase | emvronmaental site

s, Phase || emveonmental ste assessments, ste cleanup plans.

rventones. [Refer to Secton | F 1 for an explanation

Ty SOUTCES

area-wide
of outputs |

Provide s cost estimate for each grant-funded task, which de
ftor the estmated costs, and ts by the budge
in the table below Ap g hazardous substance and petroleum
funding n the same proposa rdous substance related
asks from pa priate, present unt costs
fand quantfy w [

assessments on five ste
E xplain any costs

cribes the basis

ategories sho

um related task

of §1

ace 2
«al {1 e unusually hegh

0 each lora

t appear to be aty

C'a nat include tasks for actvibes that are meligible uses of funds under EPA's
assessment grant (e g, land acquistion buiding demaltion that = not
necessary to assess contamnation a

w e, buldng of site preparabon, of

tratrve costs, such as indirect ©

Dscuss how you plan

ack and measure you
nes and DUTpLts]

propect resuts (outc

Greenwood_2 xisx



The table format below can be vsed 1o present the allocation of EPA grant
funds to the specfic tasks descrnbed above Specify the costs by budget
category Include ONLY EPA g unds table Actvews not supporied
be included in the budget table

eumn funding in the
{tables, or two
guish hazardous

Jseparate lina tems wit
substance funds from petrokeum funds

Fote EPA encourages the use of the table formal below

[V.B.2.c. Ability to Leverage [5 Points]

Cescribe other sources of funding of resources that you have, or may be
jseeking, to ensure the successiul revitalzaton of brownTields stes assessed
th this grant Thes should nclude public of private resources (beyond this
jarant) to achesve the assessment, cleanup, andfor redevelopment needs of
he brownfeids stes Attach copes of any letters of di tion to

jsutsta nbate fom commaments of keveraged fundang

I you are not yet able to identfy sources of leveraged funding reeded far the
1, then provide a recent example where you or your project panners

achieve an emvironmental or

necessanty on @ brownfiekds sta)

i§

Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding paints)

[V B3, COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT AND PARTNERSHIPS [35 points)

fstakehoiders and partners necessary (o achave the benefis discussed in Project Benefits (Section V B 4)

[Proposais will be evaluated on the qualty and extent to which thay

| demonstrate actions or plans to effectrvely involve and inform the targeted community and relevant stakeholders;

identfy the relevancy of the localstatefribal ervironmental authority to the project.

b identfy roles of other relevant governmaental partnerships. and

the relevant roles of commundy organizations and affirm thes imvolhement in the project through commitment letters.

ghroughout the project

[Site-Specific proposals should dscuss and demonstrate meaningful efforts to imvolve and inform

[This section of your proposal demonstrates how you will infarm involve and inform the commundy and other stakeholders during the plannng and implementation of your project Your responses to the criteria
ol also explain how your proposed community engagement plan will meet the needs of the targeted community identified in the Community Need (Section V B. 1) porbon of your proposal and identfy the

JCommunity-wide proposals should demonstrate how the whole community, not just localized groups directly affected by a sie of stes, has provided input from the project inception and will be engaged

groups of

Coalttion proposals should demonstrate that the grant recipient will ensure that
jeommunity and coaliton member.

s tadored

directly affected by the site, in addttion to the broader commundy

Coalition proposals should demonstrate how all communites addressed through this project have provided input from the beginning of the project, and will be engaged and nformed throughout the project

1o the needs of each targeted

Criteria

Comments

Score
Change (e.g.
-1,+2)

[V.B.3.a. Plan for Targeted & Other St H
nd Communicating Project Progress [15 points]
s

al m 1

SUss your plan fof imohing the targeted communtty and cther

{such as neighborhood organzations, ctzens groups. property
ars, busiNess organzations and developers) in the planning and
gect planmung, ste
reuse planning)

progress of your project 1o
the idertfed communicaton plans
ted communty|es)

oans that show

ared and views and

vanous

is

fings, webinars, use
strate how they will

ensure success of

sngage the
jhe propos

[V.B.3.b. Partnerships with Government Agencies [10 points]

|3.b.i. Local/State/Tribal Environmental Authority |5 points)

[Please identify and provide smformaton on the agency wisch runs the relevant
jorownfields. voluntary cleanup or other simdar program af the localstatestribal
&, the emaronmental agency andior health agency)

il r ) 1] i 1

identifty ana provide anformation on other relevant federal state, andfor local
govemmental agencses with which you will partner during your assessmant
project (&g . EPA, DOT, HUD. & healt

agency)

Strengths (Reasons for awarding paints)

Strengths (Reasons for awarding points)

Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding paints)

Post-Discussion Notes:
REASON for Score Change

Weaknesses [Reasons for not awarding points)

V.83 P with C. Org [10 points]
i} mund rganl n ipti

ude a description of e,
jas wel as, the:
of the: p
porganc.

project

Strengths

ninvolved in

your project,

EPA may conduc r
wentified are supportve and invohved with the brownfeids

Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding points)

Greenwood_2 xisx




Criteria Original Score
'l' e Score | ci
s of Commi
etters 1o the proposal from all of the community organations
you have dscussed  These letters she 118 ther suppert for the
D t, and descrive and affirm thew rolkes and rits to the plannng
and smplementation of the project The numbs s not a8
pmportant as the contributions and the reley
[VE2 PROJECT BENEFITS [25 points]
This section of your proposal describes the antcipated oulcomes and benefits expected from your project in the context of the needs you discussed in the Community Need (Secton V.81 brosder
blanning efforts as discussed in the Project Description [Section V B 2), including sustanable redevelopmant and the near-term efforts to support susta practces in the y. It will 22 =
lalso describe how the outcomes of this assessment work will contribute o the y plan for the of fields stes. Proposals will be evaluated on the qualty and extent o which they
Jdernansirate the potential of the project. or the development plan for the project area, to realize significant cutcomes and benefits to the hiwe fare and of the facitate
T # planning and equitable development, and stimulate economic or non-econome: benefits
Ly Score
Criteria Comments Cotenion |change feg.|  PostDiscussion Notes:
A, +2) REASON for Score Change

[V.B.4.a Health and/or Weifare and E

[10 points]
al Health a Weltar fits (5

Cescribe the health andior welfare benefts anticipated from thes grant (of
and how these benefts will address the health andior
es discussed n the Communty

broader proje

Need section of your

antcipated from thes grant (or
foropect), and how these benelits will address the emeonmat
firscussed in the Community Need secton of your narmatve (Section V.B 1)

Str hs (Reasons for awarding paints,

Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awardin

(WB4b E
Reuse ints]

I Benefits from

1 Polici Planni t T it
Provide examples of how you will use your commundy of organiz
s, Ordinances. planming or other tool

ton's
to foster and smplement
the use of exstng
prfrastructure. for stes sddressed with this grant. Examples of susta
% are ksted in Section | D of these guidelnes

Equitable Development or Livability Principles {3

Describe how your approach to address and revilalze brownfield stes wil

Principles, such as improved lransportaton chaices, affordab

hausing, and

incorporate equitable development practces of the HUD-DOT-EPA Livability ||

Strengths (Reasons for awanding points)

for not

ints)

rghng points)

other consider:

s 8% descnbed in

n | O of thesa gusdelines

Weaknesses (Reasons for nof swarding poinfs)

[VBdc E nd C B { .
In‘:] » enents feod y Strengths (Reasons for awarding points)
Econgmic or Other Benefits (5 points)

Decuss potental outcomes and economic benefits, such s ncreased
mployment and expande base which may be achieved through the
redevelopment of stes asses |be as sp as possible),

thes gra

or

dscuss Non-ec

aton spaces ibrares, schooks, health centers, comm
tons, etc

sta

procurement or hnk
mployment cpportuntes in

anup, of redevelopmen d to your proposed

include_ but are not imited to partnering with local

g grantees

tTes

neral Comments {Optionall

R eviewers may mclude any general comments on the applicant’s response to
he Ranking crteria. These c will not impact scores of the
final Ranking score

Greenwood_2 xsx




FY2016 - National Brownfields Grant Proposal Evaluation - Assessment

INSTRUCTIONS:
To logically navigate through this form, enter the "Tab™ keys. This will move you through the form on a question-by-question basis. i you hit the "Enter” key, you will be
d through the form which will no longer prompt you to answer i ona g jon-by- ion basis.

Proposal Number RO4-16-A-037

JApplicant Name: City of Greenwood

State: MS

Reviewer's Name:

Reviewer's Organization: ]USEPA. ORD, OSP

Date: |z2572016

Ranking
Criteria

points 160)

Post-
Discussion
Score:

158

159

Mote: The Ranking Critena Score does nol ingude

Programmatic Capabdity Score

Scores should be expressed in whole numbers only. Document score decrsions below and provice substantive comments that provide tha basis for your score

Post-Discussion Notes

Ranking Criteria

[refer to the for on all ranking criteria]

Total Score

i

[Thes section of your proposal provides the context for your project The needs defined in this section should provade the foundation of your later discussion of the brownfields project. planned community
jengagement and partnerships, and the ways the project will ulimately benefit your targeted community (both outputs and outcomes) This section of your narrative should identify your targeted commundy, as
pvell a8 the community's brownfeld msues and the impacts they have on the targeted community in which they are lacated. This section should alsa present the emironmental, health andior weltars. and
jeconomic challenges faced by the targeted community as related 1o ts brownfieids. Proposals will be evaluated on the qualty and extent 1o which you have presented a compeling picture of your brownfield|s)
jand the needs of your targeted community

jAll proposals should demonsirate how the grant will serve a commundy(ies) to address of faciitate the identification and reduction of threats to the healh or weltare of children_ pragnant woman, minorty or
JoW-INCOMe Communiies. of other sensitive populations, and will serve a community(ies) that is unable to draw on other sources of funding because of the small population or low income of the CoMmmundy .

ICoalition proposals should demonsirate how the grant will serve coalition partners and commeniies that would otherwise not have access to resources to address brownfields. For axample, a state of county
ray put together & coaliton that includes smal communiies that do not have the capacity to apply for brownfields funding on their own.

Criteria Comments

Criterion
Score

Score
Change [e.g.
-1,+2)

Weaknesses (Reazons for not awarding poinis)

Post-Discussion Notes:
REASON for Score Change

[v.B.1 rgeted Community and Brownfields [25 points) Sitrad (Reasons lor swarding points)
i

ion nt
inchucie @ bnef description of your city. town, of gecgraphic area to provide the
reades some background on its cultural and sdustrial history that estabishes
he contexd for your brownfeld challenges

ithin this geographic area dentfy and describe the targeted community
5fm assessment actities, such as a neighborhood
tract. of other localty around which your projeet wall

fvhere tan

ndod, cenu

ffocus

ali 15 points)
Provde demographe inform about your targeted community including
pertinent indcators of population, unemplayment. poverty, mnorntes, and
osa shown n the suggested table below, and clearly cite
s of your data

ncome such a:

e L0u

! N It
Cescribg the brownfields stes in your targeted communtty Include

o on the nature and extent of your brownfelds {such as past nd
uses and ste acivibes, potentally related emaronmental msues of

jeon ond tans), real or percered negative
g wental Impacts associated with the brownfieics. and
browinifelds' proximity to the targeted commundy.

ranants. and curt

W o

1.8.lv. Cumulative Environmental Issues (5 points)

In additon to the presence of brownfield stes, provide a summary (usng
availabie nformaton) of other vanous cumulatve emvronmental msues (o.g
fsiting of power plants, nonerators, industry, lansfills. congested highways, or
othet sources of ar, water and land poliubion | or other environmental justce
such as overburdening from ex
riay be present ”

cerms |

fing sources of poluton) which

[V.B.1.b. Impacts on Targeted Community [10 points Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)

10|

Using exrsting avaiable nformation, please respand to the fems balaw

 Drscuss impacts the brownfields have on pubhe health or welfate of your
rargeted community

 Prowide information describing the threats ta health and welfare to sensitve
DuUps n the targeted communty who are potentally sub)e:
myronmental exposures, including brownhelds (Please ref
informaton on senstve popuiatons |

ibe how cumulative emaronmental andior brownfield ssues have
artic ly impacted your targeted communy

- Dew
s,

0

[V.B.1.c. Financial Need [15 points] Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding points)

1 conomic Conditions (5 peint

[Cescribe why you. as the applcant. need this funding & re unable to draw
n other sources of funding because of a small population, iow ncome ar
ther factors of the targeted commus

Cescribe how local ec ¢ have been made worse due to
industrial decine, plant ciosures, natural dsasters, of other significant
conomic disruptions

RO4-16-A-037_3 xdsx




[Ranking Criteria

el E Effects of [t] I

e laborate on the demographic table above (Section V B 1 a) and discuss the
ey economc effects (o g reduced tax base, lost jobs and business
lopportunibes, depressed property values, ongoing
properties, ele | of the brownfields on the targeted community

Cescribe other economic effects associated with br 1
property vacancy, community dsinvestment, burden on municipal services
tc To the extent th may nchsde quanttative estrmates and
statmtics, clearly cte the sources of such data

% dricuss

[V.B.2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND FEASIBILITY OF SUCCESS [50 points]

Proposals will be evaluated, as further described below, on the quality and extent to which you demonstrate:

How your pect will further the targeted communiy’s land use and revitalization plans of vision,

-8 ble approach and gy 1o achkeve project goals, and expend funds in a timely and efficent manner,
- & realiste basis for project costs:

- & reasonable plan to track and measute project progress; and

- the avadabiity of, and sccess to, sufficient resources to completa the project

[This section of your proposal describes your project and how it will be impiemented. This section should demonstrate the feasibiity of the project you will fund with this grant, and the extert to which the grant wil
fstimuiate the availabiity of other funds for emaronmental assessment or remediation, and the subsequent reuse of the target area in which the brownfield sde(s) s lbcated

LAl pr s should demonstrate how the majorty of g.’ﬂﬂf funds are allocated fof tasks drectly with i stw
proposal

ICoalition proposals should demonstrate haw the grant funds will address a mi

|3 Re-specific proposals should demonstrate how the task descriptions and budget justly the need for the amount of funding requested lof the proposed ste.
rmum of five sites as well 2s sites located in each coalition member's jurisdiction.

Original Score

o

Criteria

Comments

Score
Change (e.
A, +2)

Critarion
Score

B.2.a. Project Description, Project Timing and Site Selection [25
ints]

al. Project Description (15 points]

Describe the project that will be funded under thes grant and how the project

aligns with the targeted communty’s land use and revealzsbon plans. in

addition to the description of the grant-funded assessment work, descnbe the

redevelopment strategy of projected redevelopment for the property or

properbes that are sssessed

Strengths (Reasons for awarding poinls)

Timi i
Joescribe your approach for imphement
#hin ee year pencd of perfon

ance Specit ddress the bmang of
te selecthon, and

ng ste access) and state who will be responsit
mplementing/completing those actribes

alil, Site Selecti i
For community-wide proposals. describe the process Tor prioriging and
salecting stes to assess, and for obt

ining access 1o those stes

JOR

the proposed governance
s which be implementsd

For ste-spectfic assessment proposals de
property includng an
status of ownership of the ste

g conddans of the
sge, andior

1aled ler

Weaknesses (Reazons for not awarding poinfs)

Post-Discussion Notes:
REASON for Score Change

[v.B.2.b. Task Descriptions and Budget Table [20 points] Strengths (Reasons for awarding poinis)

ot Wmited to, P
fassessments. Phase Il envronmental ste assessments. ste cleanup plans,
jarea-wnde plars. or sfe o
us |

ores. [Refer to Section | F.1 for an explanaton
of o

Prowide a cot

trmate for each grant-funded task, which des

ve estimated costs, and specifes costs by the budget categones showr
" table below. Apphcants reque
tunding i the same proposal
tasks from p
and quants

ous substance and petroke

substance related
present unt costs
ual Costs' Conduct Phase 1
) each for a total of $12.5
unusualy high or low)

Do ot nchude tasks for ws that are nebgible uses
assessmant grant (e g , land acqu
necessary io assess co
adminstratve costs, such as indrect costs)

wnds under EFA's
emaiton that s not
#ding or wie preparation. or

Aamina

and measure y
SUtpLLs)

progress in achieving the

Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding points)

RO4-16-A-037_3 xisx




The table format below can be used to present the aBocation of EPA grant
funds 1o the speceic tasks descrbed above Specify the costs by budget
categosy Include ONLY EPA grant funds in tha table Actnes not suppo
by the grant should nat be included in the budget table

Apphcants requasting hazardous substance and petroleumn funding in the

jrame proposal must provide ether two separate budget tables, of two
eparate ine iterns wit

substance funds from petral

ngush hazardous

ote’ EPA encourages the use of the table format below

B.2.c. Ability to Leverage [S Points] Strengths (Reasons for awarding ponts) Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)

[Cescribe other sources of lunding or resources that you have, of may be
seeiing, to ensure the successtul revtalzation of brownfields stes assessed

r should mclude publie of private resources (beyond this
achseve he assessment. cleanup, and/ rdevelopment needs of
the brownfelds stes Attach copues of any lefters of documentation to
substa ymmdments of lkeveraged funding

te fem

If you are not yet able to identfy sources of be
jeroject. then provade & recent example where y YOur project partners
Jrave successtully leveraged resources to acheeve an emironmental or

revitalzaton goal o commundy (not necessanty on a brownfelds ste)

raged funding needed fo

e e—————————————————————————eeeeeeee

[V.B.3. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT AND PARTNERSHIPS [35 points)

[This section of your proposal demonstrates how you will nform involve and inform the community and other stakeholders during the planning and implementation of your project Your responses to the criteria
will also explain how your proposed communty engagement plan will meet the needs of the targeted communiy identified in the Community Need (Section V B_1) portion of your proposal and identify the
[stakehoiders and pariners necessary to achieve the benefits discussed in Project Benefits (Section V. B .4)

[Proposals will be evaiuated on the qualty and extent to which they:

|- demonstrate actions or plans to effectively imvolve and inform the targeted ¥ and relevant

| identify the y of the authority to the project;

|- identify roles of other relevant governmental partnerships, and

|- identify the relevant roles of communtty organcations and affirm their involvemnent in the project through commitment letters.

e prop should ate how the whole community, not just localzed groups directly affected by a site or sites, has provided input from the project mcephon and will be engaged
fhroughout the propect

[Site-Specific proposals should discuss and demonstrate meaningful efforts to volve and inform community groups of represantatives directly affected by the sfe, in addition &

tha broader communty.

[Coalition proposals should how all © through this project have provided input from the begnning of the propect. and will be engaged and informed throughout the project
[Coaliton proposals should demonstrate that the grant recipient will ensure that community engagement is tallored specifically to the needs of each targeted
jcommunity and coaltion member

Criteria Comments

Criterion
Score

Score

Change (e.g.
=1, +2)

r T I Oth
834, Plan for 9 Targeted & * ' Strengths (Reazans for swarding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for nol swarding points)

15

Post-Discussion Notes:
REASON for Score Change

nd Communicating Project Progress [15 points]
m F 10 point

[Orscuss your plan for mvohang the targeted communty and other
rtakehaiders {such as neighborhood organizatons, ctzens groups, property
whers, lenders. business orjancations and developers) n the planning and
! your project [which may in

may address s cntenon by vanous means that show

¢ engagement where information is shared and views and
5. wodinars, use of
demansirale how they wil

'y i meaningful ways fo ensure success of

engage
the proposed p

ve targeted com,

oct

[v.B.3.b. P ps with G Agencies [10 points] Strengths (Reasons for awarding poinls) Weaknesses (Reasons for nol swarding poinis)

[3.bi, alfState/Tribal Environmental Authority (5 point

Please wentify and provida information on the agency which runs the rebevant
brownfields, voluntary cleanup or other semilar program at the local'state/ribal
evel (18, the enmvironmental agency and/for heath agency)

bl Other e P rshi nts
dentfy and provide information on other relevant federal, state, an local
Jaovernmental agencies with which you will partner dunng your assessment
[project (e g, EPA. DOT, HUD, a heath agency)

Weaknesses (Reasons for not swarding paints )

[v.B.3.c. Partnerships with Community Organizations [10 points]

i I LN i escription & Robe {5 points’

inchude a descripbon of each communty organgation invohved in your project
as woll a5, their role i and commitments & 19 and smple mentation
of the progect  EPA may conduct referanc ks to ensufe that

fed are supportve and invoived with the brownfields

N Ao s id
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JRanking Criteria

mitment

lattach cun s to the proposal from all of the commundy organg atons
you have dscussed These letters should drscuss ther support for the
project. and describe and affirm ments to the planning
and implementaton bers of partners & not as
mportant as the cont eievance of their organcaton

o5 and o

! the project. The r

and the

1

Score

(V.84 PROJECT BENEFITS (25 points]

This section of your proposal the anticipated and benefts expectad from your project in the contest of the needs you dscussed in the Communily Need (Section V.B. 1), the broader
bianning efforts as discussed in the Project Description (Section V B 2), including sustainable redeveiopment and the near-term efforts to support sustainable emaronmental practices in the commundy. & will
lalso describe how the outcomes of this assessment work will contribute 1o the community plan for the revitalzation of brownfields sfes. Proposals will be evaluated on the qualty and extent to which they
lemaonsirate the potential of the project. or the development plan for the project area, to realze significant outcomes and benefits to the heatthiwelfare and environment of the community, faciitate

vr P t planning and equiable development, and stimulate economic of non-economic benefis

Criteria Comments

Criterion

Score

Score

-1, +2)

Change je.g.

Post-Discussion Notes:
REASON for Score Change

[V.B.4.2. Health andior Welfare and Environment [10 points] Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) (Reasons for nol awarding points)

i Heal Welfar
Describe the health andfor we
broader project). and how
weitare chalenges decusse
narrative {Secton V B 1)

re benafits anticipated from thes grant (or
address the haalth andior
the Community Need section of your

pse benefts wi

scribe the emvifonme:

renefts antcspated from thes
ect), and how these benefits will address the emat
wssed inthe Community Need saction of your nafrative (Se

rant (or broader
tal challenges
nvBa1)

L]
Benefits from for awarding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for nol swarding points)

P rovide examphes of how you will use your community of organgaton’s
policies, ordinances, planning or other tooks to foster and implement
sustainable development outcomes, including Y @ of gxsting
infrastructure, for stes addressed with thes grant Examples of sustainable
[developmaent practices are listed in Section | D of these guadelines

@ L

J.b i, Integrating Equitabile of Livability F [E)

[Oescribe how your approach to address and revitalize brownfield stes will
fncorporate equaable development practices or the HUD-DOT-EPA Livabil
Principhes; such as improved transportation choices, affordable housing, a
other considerations as descnbed n Section | D of these guidelines

V.B.4.c. Economic and Community Benefits (long-term benefits) [7
ints]

Strengths (Reasons for swarding poinfs) (R for not awarding points)

i .c.i. Economic or Other fit it
Discuss potential outcormes and eco

erefts &

Ormac

as increased
lemployment and expanded tax base, whch may be achieved through the
recevelopment of stes assessed under ths grant (be as specifc a3 possibie)

Jdscuss non-economic benefits associated wih stes to be fev
Jateenspace of other not-for.ph

med for

actities Exampies may include aress

es sUCh 8% Parks, recreabon Breas, gréenways
srvronmental butters and other not-for-profit. governmental of chartable
organzation spaces libranes, schools. heath centers. commundty cefters. fire
stations,

fedeveioped for u

4.c.il. Job Creation Potential, Partnerships with Workforce D

Programs (2 points]

Describe any planned efforts to promote jocal hinng and procurement or hnk
members of the community to potental employment opportunties n
brownfields assessment, cleanup, or redeveiopment related to your proposed
projects Such efforts may mciude, but are not kmded 1o partnerng with local
orkforce development entes or Brownfields job training grantees.

neral € tional)

[Reviewers may include any general comments on the applicant's response to
the Ranking criteria. These comments will nol impact subcritera scores or the
final Ranking score.
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FY2016 - National Brownfields Grant Proposal Evaluation - Assessment

INSTRUCTIONS:
ITo logically navigate through this form, enter the "Tab" keys. This will move you through the form on a question-by-question basis, If you hit the “Enter” key, you will be
jmoved through the form vertically, which will no longer prompt you to answer q b ona on-by ion basis.

Proposal Number ( RO4-16-A-064

lApplicant Name: City of Lake City

State: South Carolina

[Reviewer's Name:

[Reviewer's Organization; EPARegion 7

Date: |Due: 31 Complete:313

Ranking
Criteria
Score:
(max.
points 160)

Post-
Discussion
Score:

159

159

core

Jote: The Ranking Cntena Score does nol include the Programmabic Capabdity

fScores should be expressed in whole numbers only. Document score decisions below and provide substantive comments that provide the bass for your score

Post-Discussion Notes

Raniking Criteria

[refer to the for on all ranking criteria)

Total Score

aChenge |
Score
Change

B.1. COMMUNITY NEED [50 points]

This section of your proposal provides the contest for your project. The needs defined in this section should provide the foundation of your later discussion of the brownfields project, planned community
jengagement and partnerships, and the ways the project wil ulimately benefit your targeted community (both outputs and outcomes ). This secton of your narative should identify your targeted community, as
pvell a5 the community's brownfield ssues and the impacts they have on the targeted commundy in which they are located. This section should slso present the environmental, heakh and/or welfare, and
jrconomic chalenges faced by the targeted community as related to its brownfiekds. Proposals will be evaluated on the qualty and extent to which you have presented a compeling pictura of your Brownfeid(s)
jand the needs of your targeted communiy

JAll proposals should demonstrate how the grant will serve a community{ies) to address o facilitate the identfication and reduction of threats to the healh or weltare of chidren, pregnant women, minority or
pow-income communities, of other sensitive populations, and will serve a community{ies) that is unable 1o draw on other sources of funding because of the small population or low income of the community.

should de how the grant will serve coaliton partners and commundies that would otherwise not have access to resources to address brownfields. For example. a state of county
Jriay put together a coalition that includes small communities that do not have the capacity to apply for brownfields funding on thesr own

Criteria Comments

Criterion
Score

Score
Change (e.g.
-1,+2)

Targeted C. y and Brownfields [25 points] Strengths (Reasons for sward ints) Weaknesses (Reasans for nol awarding points)

D

Post-Discussion Notes:
REASON for Score Change

1ai MmN SCrl) i
Include a brief descnpton of your c
jreader some background on ts cuttural and industraal hetory that establishes
your brownfield chalenges

own, of geographic area to provide the|

s geographic area, gentify and descnba the targeted commundy
here you plan to perform assessmert activibes, such as a neghbormood
destrict. comador, census tract, of ather localty around which your project wil

focus

1.8l mographic | l
[Prevde demograp
perinent ndicators of population. unemployment, poverty
income such as thase shown in the suggested table below. &
the sources of your dats

formaton about your targeted commund

d clearty cita

il i) T
e the brownfields sites in your targeted communty Include
nfarmation on the nature and extent of your brownfields (such as past land
ises and ste actvities, potentialy related emaronmental Biues o
jcontaminants, and curre tons), real or percened negatrve
jerrvronmental enpacts associated with the brownfelds, and

[Cret

in addtion to the pres
Javailatie nformation) of other various cumulatve emironmental issues (o §
siting of power pants. nonerators, industry, landfills. congested highways, or
her soure tal justice
jconcems (such as overburdening from exmsting sources of paluton) which
fray be present

[V.B.1.b. Impacts on Targeted y [10 points] Str hs (Reasons for awarding intg) Weaknesses (Reasons for nof awarding paints)

10

ng exstng avalable mformaton, please respond to the gems below

pacts the brownfields have en pubhs health or weFare of your

i

lervronmental exposures ding brownfelds (Please refer to FAQS for
nformation on sentive populations )

I Descrbe how cumlative @ maronmental andiar brownfield msues have
Jasproporbonatety impacted your targeted commundy

10

[V.B.1.c. Financial Need [15 points) Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) Weaknesses (Roasons for nol awarding paints)

15|

1.c.). Economic Conditions {5 points|

Cescribe why you, a3 the applcant need this funding and are un:
ef sources of funding because of a smal populaton, kw meome or
ors of the targeted communty

sl to draw

other

Describe how local economic conddions may have been made worse due 1o
plart closures, natural dsasters, or other sigrdicant
conomic disnspbons
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Elaborate on the demographic table above on Y B 1 .8) and discuss the
ey economic effects (e g reduced tax base, lost jobs and business
lopportunities, depressed property values, ongong costs to secure vacant
properbes, etc ) of the brownfields o rgeted commundy.

Cescribe other economic effects assocated with brownfe kis such s bight
property vacancy, community damvestment, burden on MunCpal senices
etc To the extent that this dmscussion may include quanttatve estimates and
s, clearty cte the sources of such data

Score
Cha

L
[V5.2 PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND FEASIBILITY OF SUCCESS [50 points]

P roposals will be evaluated, as further described below, on the quality and extent to which you demonstrate

How your project will further the targeted community’s kand use and revitalzation plans o vision,

a b P and gy to achieve project goals, and expend funds in a timely and efficent manner,
a realistc basis for project costs.

- & reasonable plan to track and measure project progress, and

- the avadiabiity of, and access to, sufficient rescurces to complete the project

shauld

lAll proposals should demonstrate how the majortty of grant funds are alliocated for tasks directly associated with environmental ste assessmants.
jsite-specific proposals should demonstrate how the task descriptions and budget justify the need for the amount of funding requested for the proposed ste
! haw the grant funds will address a mensmum of five sites as well a3 s2es located in each coalition member's jursdiction.

This section of your proposal describes your project and how & will be implemented. This secton should demaonsirate the feasibility of the project you will fund with this grant, and the extentt to which the grant will
stimulate the availabilty of other funds for emaronmental sssessment or remediabon, and the subsequent reuse of the target area in which the brownfield site(s] is located

Criteria

Comments

Criterion
Score

Change (e.g.
A1,+2)

[V.B.2.a. Project Description, Project Timing and Site Selection [25 Strengths (Reasans for awavding points)

Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)

25

Post-Discussion Notes:

REASON for Score Change

ion (15 points)

the targeted communiy's land use and revialzabon plans. In
addition @ description of the grant-funded assessment work, descnbe the
redevelopment strategy or projected redevelopment fof the property or
properbes thal are assessed

T imi I
Describe your approa
thin

f smplementing and exec

key project activties
cally address the timing of
ey project actrvities {nchudin i, ste selecton, and
fsecunng site access) and s be responsible for
mplementing/completing those activibes

communtty-wide prope describe the process for priontzing and |
selecting sies 10 assess, and for obtaining access to those sites

JOR
For assessment coaltion proposals. descnbe the proposed governance

ure amangst your coalbon p ted to pnortze
obtamnng access to those

s w be

fand select shes to assess and the process fo
Jutes

foR

For ste-specfic assessment proposals describe
ubiject property nchuding antcipated levels of con
status of ownarshup of the ste

ditions of the

g o

tan, sze, andior

15

[V.B21.b Task Descriptions and Budget Table [20 points] Strengths (Reasons for awarding points)

for not roing points)

[2.b.1, Task Descriptions (15 points|
List the tasks required to smplement the proposed project, including the work
hat will take place under each grant-funded task and any addibonal work or
[servces necessary to carry out the project that will be funded by sources
otfeer than this grant identity and enumerate specic cutputs from the project,
' may include, but are not imited to. Phase | environmental ste

nts, Phase || emvirons
farea-wide p
of outputs |

wental ste assessments, sie cleanup plans
ns, of ste inventones [Refer to Secton | F 1 for an explanation

Provade 8 cost estimate for each grant-funded task, whch descnbes the basis
for the estmated costs, and specifies costs by the budget categones shown
in the table below. Applicants requestng hazardous substance and petroleum
ffundng in the same proposal must distnguish hazardous substanc

asks from p
and qua

work products (eg , C

fassessments on fre sites al 8 cost of 32,5
£ xptain any

00 each lor a total of $12.500)
osts that appear to be atypcal (1 e | unusually hugh of low)

00 not mclude tasks for
assessment grant (e g | la

s th
acqust
recessary 1o assess COMAMINAton at the ste, buld,
sdminstratree costs. such as indrect costs)

b are mebyible uses of funds under EPA's

Ciscuss how you plan to track and measure your progress in achieving the
project results (outcomes and
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lhﬁqc:m

Original

Ji Tal
The table format below can be used to present the allocaton of EPA grart
funds to the specific tasks descrbed abave Specify the costs by budget
eategory ALY EPA grant funds in thes tab
oy the grant shy nat be included in the budget table

Actvies not supported

o nding in the
Jrame pr 1 i tables, of two
freparate ine nguish hazardous

Mote. EPA encourages the use of the table format below

Score

B.2.c. Ability to Lever; 5 Points] Weaknesses (Roasons for not swarding points)

wscribe other sources of funding of resources that you have, of may be
seaking, to ensure the successiul revitalzation of brownfields sfes assessed
pwith thes grant This shouid mciude public or private resources {beyond this
jarant) o acteeve the assessment, cleanup, andior redevelopment needs of
the brownfields stes Attach copses of any letters of documentation to
substartate fem commaments of leveraged fundimg

If you are not yet able to identdy sources of leveraged funding needed for thes

project, then provide a recent example where you of your project partners
leveraged resources 1o achieve an emaronme

t necessanty on a brownfields sto)

have successh
pevitaization goal of your community |

-B.3. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT AND PARTNERSHIPS [35 points]

[This section of your proposal demonstrates how you will inform involve and nform the community and other stakeholders during the planning and implementation of your project. Your responses to the criera
pwill also encplain how your proposed communty engagement plan will meet the needs of the targeted community identified in the Community Need (Section V.8 1) portion of your proposal and identify the
stakeholders and partners necessary 1o achieve the benefits dscussed in Project Benefits (Section V.8 .4)

Proposais will be evaluated on the quality and extent to which they
demaonstrate actions of plans to effectively involve and nform the targeted
identity the ancy of the loc authority to the project.

- identily roles of other relevant governmental pannerships; and
identfy the relevart roles of communty organzations and affem their involvernent in the project through commement letters

y and relevant 5

ide prop should how the whole

fthroughout the project

dy, not just locakzred groups directly affected by a s of sites, has provided input from the project inception and will be engaged

directly affected by the site, in addition to the broader commundy

[Site-Specific proposals should discuss and demonstrate meaningful efforts to imvolve and inform groups of

[Coalition prop should how all cos through this project have provided input from the beginning of the project, and will be engaged and informed throughout the project
ICoaltion proposals should demonsirate that the grant recipeent will ensure that community engagement is talored specfically to the needs of each targeted
jcommundy and coaliion member.

s

Criteria Comments

Criterion
Score

Score
Change (e.g.
A, +2)

Post-Discussion Notes:
for Score Change

[V.B.3.a. Plan for Targoted C. & Other L

Pr_vd Communicating Project Progress [15 points]

Strengths (Reasans for awarding points)

Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)

PLai, Community Invelvement Plan (10 points)

[Ciscuss your plan for swvohang the targeted commundy and other

[stakeholkders {such as neighborhood organcatcns & ns groups, property
WIS, lenders, business efganiations and developers) m the planning and

mplementation of your project {which may inchude project planning. ste

[selection for assessments. cleanup decrions, and reuse plannng)

ali, Communicating Pr
Describe your plans for communicating the progress of your project ta
jcommunty members Also. describe how the identfied communecation plans
lare appropnate and effectrve for the targeted communtyt os)

Note Apphcants may address s cntenon by vanous means thal show
meaningful where information s shared and wews and
rpUt are sctivedy sohciled, uding pu mastings. welnars use of
jmecva, and miermel forums. Applicants must demaonsirade how they wil
lengage the largeted community in meaningful ways 10 ensure success of
the proposed project

[V.B.3.b. Partnerships with Government Agencies [10 points] Strengths (Reasons for awarding points W f for ol roing points)

3.b.i, Local/State/Tribal Environmental Authority (5 points

Please dently and provide information on the agency which runs the rele
jorownfields, voluntary cleanup or other similar program at the localistat
eved (1 8, Ihe emaronmental agency andfor health agency)

vernmental P rehi
'y and provide it ederal, state, andior local
faovernmental agencies with wheh you will partner dunng your assessment
EPA, DOT

project (e g

with C. O Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)

[10 points]

ion & R
each commundy sfganization imahed in your
as well as, therr role in and commitments planning and imple me
fthe project EPA may conduct reference checks to ensure that
rganzabons denthed are supporive and invohed with the brown

project

ion Der
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inal Score
bnﬂm&q Criteria m .
——
pi! Lotters of Commitment (5 points
n tend letters e proposal from all of the communty organations
you have dacussed These latters should dscuss thed support for the
project, and describe and aff ther roles and commaments to the planming
and smplernentation of tha project The numbers of partr. B not as
kmportant as the contnbutions and the releva
‘\r_ 3 PROJECT BENEFITS [25 points]
[This section of your proposal describes the anticipated outcomes and benefits expected I'rum YOur project in the context of the needs you discussed in the Communty Need (Section V.B.1), the broader
|ptanning efforts as discussed in the Project Descripton (Secton V.8 2). ncluding and the b efforts to support practices in the . Itwill 24 ”
Jalso describe how the of this it work will to the plan for the of stes. i will be on the quality and extent to which they
liemonstrate the potential of the project. or the development plan for the project area, to realize significant outcomes and benefits to the fare and aof the , faciitate
b e ! planning and equitable development, and stimulate econamic of non-economic benefits
2 Score
Criteria Comments c;':::" Change (e.5.]  Post-Discussion Notes:
-1,+2) REASON for Score Change

[V.B.4.a. Health andior Wellare and Ervironment [10
(43 1 Health andior Weltare Benefits (5 points]
Cascribe the health and/or welfare benefts anbcipated from thes grant (or
broader pro and how these benefts will address the health andior
vertare challenges dscussed
Secton VB 1)

nts|

{Reasons for awardin nts)

he Comm:

y Need sechon of your
rasrative |

b4 aii E | i

[Describe the emvronmental benefits anbopated from thes grant (o b
foroject), and how these benefts will address the emwons

jiscussed in the Community Meed section of your narrative (Section V B 1)

Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding paints)

[V.B.4.b. | Benaefits from
Reuse [8 points]
J.bi Policies, Planning, and Other Tools (5 points]

Provide examples of how you will use your communty of erganizatien’s
jpolicies, ordinances. planning or other tools to foster and smplement
sustanable development outcomes, mchuding the use of exsting
frastructure, fof sites addressed with this grant Examples of sustamable
Jdevelopment practces ate ksted m Section | D of these guidelines

table D

| E or Livability P 3

Describe how your approach to address and revitalze brownfield stes wil
incorporate equitable development practces or the HUD-DOT-EPA Lvabity
Frinciples, such as improved transportation choces, atfordable housng, and
jothes consaderations as described n Section LD of these guidebnes

B.4.c. Economic and Community Benefits (long-term benefits) [7
Ekrﬂl
conemic o irits)

Dscuss potential outcomes and economic beneflits, such Bs inCreased
jernployment and expanded tax base, which may be achieved through the
redevelopment of stes assessed under tha grant (be as specfic as possiie)

Strengths (Reasons for awarding podns)

descuss Non-ec

NI B s associated wih sdes to be reused for
greerspace of other not-for-proft actvties Examples may nclude areas
redeveloped for uses such B Parks, recreaton Areas. Greenways,
pervronmental butfers and other not-for-proft, governmental or chartable
rganzaton spaces loranies, schook, health centers, commundy centers, fie
stations, etc

Weaknesses (Reasans for nof awarding points)

Sl Job Potential, Partnerships with W o]

Describe any panned efforts to promet
members of the commenity to pot
Jorownfields assessment

local hiring and
1em)

rocurerment of link
1 At opportunites in
leanup, of tedevelopment related to your proposed
s Such effarts may include_ but are not lmited to partnenng with local
orkforoe development enttes o Brownfields | Ining graness

yrTe

ral s ional

R eviewers may include any general comments on the applicant's response to
the Rankang criteria These comments will not impact subcrters scores of the
[final Ranking score
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FY2016 - National Brownfields Grant Proposal Programmatic Capability Evaluation - Assessment

INSTRUCTIONS:
ho navigate through this form, use the "Tab™ keys. This will move you through the form on a quc:llon—by-quenuon basis. If you hit the “Enter” key, you will be moved
rough the form vertically, which will no longer prompt you to Juesti onag ion-by ion basis.
Proposal Number: Appli State:
R04-16-A-064 Lake City, City of SC

Date: Reviewer:

Programmatic Capability
Score:

(40 points maximum)
39

Ranking Criteria

[refer to the Guidelines for additional infi ion on all rankiﬁ criteria]

Score

Ranking Criteria

lV.B,s.a. Programmatic Capability - All

pplicants must respond to ranking
criterion [28 points]
Describe the organizational structure you will utilize to
lensure the timely and successful expenditure of funds
land completion of all technical, administrative and
ffinancial requirements of the project and grant. Include
la brief discussion of the key staff including their roles,

lexpertise, qualifications, and experience.

[Describe the system(s) you have in place to
lappropriately acquire any additional expertise and
jresources (e.g. contractors or subawardees) required to
jsuccessfully complete the project. Please refer to
JSection IV.F regarding contractors and subawards.

Comments
—1-

Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)

28

28

Ranking Criteria

Comments

Score

V.B.5.b. Audit Findings - All applicants

ust respond to ranking criterion [2

ints]

[Describe any adverse audit findings. If you have had
problems with the administration of any grants (e.g.,
I reporting, expenditure of funds), please
describe how you have corrected, or are comecting, the
problems. if you have not, please affirm that you have
Inot had any adverse audit findings. Respond o this
jcriterion regardless of whether or not you have had a
ffederal or non-federal assistance agreement. [Failure
'0 address this section may result in zero points for this
factor. ]

Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)

Ranking Criteria

Comments

H_

V.B.5.c.i. Past Performance and
Accomplishments - Applicant who
currently or has ever received an EPA
\Brownfields Grant [10 points]

Strengths (R for rding points) Weal (R for not

g points)

1 mplian i Requirements (5 Point
Discuss your compliance with the work plan, schedule
jand terms and conditions. Include whether you have
jmade, or are making, progress towards achieving the
jexpected results of the grant in a timely manner. If you
jare not, please explain why. Discuss what comrective
jmeasures you took, or are taking, and how the
jcomective measures were documented and
jcommunicated

(Discuss your history of timely and acceptable quartery
performance and grant deliverables, as well as, ongoing
Assessment, Cleanup and Redevelopment Exchange
fSystem (ACRES) reporting.

If you have an open EPA Brownfield grant(s), please
explain your need for additional funding. Addrtionally,
ffor all open grant(s) indicate the grant period (start and
jend date), if there are funds remaining, and the plan to
jexpend funds by the end of the grant period.

For all closed EPA Brownfields grant(s), indicate ff there
lwere funds remaining at the time of closure, the amount
fof remaining funds and a brief explanation of why the
funds were not expended

FY16 Assessment Programmatic Capabilty Evaluation Form

1o0f2



2 _Accomplishment Point

Describe the accomplishments (including specific
joutputs and outcomes) of your grant funded program,
including at minimum, the number of sites assessed
land/or cleaned up. Discuss whether these outputs and
joutcomes were accurately reflected in ACRES at the
time of this proposal submission, and if not, please
lexplain why.

Rlnklm Criteria Comments Score

V.B.5.c.il. Past Performance and

Accomplishments - Applicant who has
not received an EPA Brownfields Grant : ; e = >
|but has received other federal or non- Strengthas (Reasons for awardg polnts) e i g points) 9

federal assistance agreements [10 points]

1. Purpose and Accomplishme Poinl
[Describe the awarding agencyforganization, amount of
ffunding, and purpose of the grant(s) you have received.

Discuss the accomplishments (including specific
loutputs and outcomes) of the project supported by
hese grants, including specific measures of success
ifor the project supported by each type of grant
received

liary h Grant Requirements (5 Points
[Describe your compliance with the work plan, schedule
land terms and conditions. Include whether you made,
jor are making, progress towards achieving the
jexpected results of the grant in a timely manner.
Discuss what comective measures you took, or are
taking, and how the commeclive measures werg
Jdocumented and communicated

[Discuss your history of timely and acceptable reporting,
las required by the awarding agency/organization.

|Ranking Criteria

V.B.5.c.iii. Past Performance and
Accomplishments - Applicant who has
never received any type of federal or non-
federal assistance agreements

5 points]

eneral Comments ional

Reviewers may include any general comments on the
lapplicant's response to the Programmatic Capability
cnteria. These comments will not impact subcriteria
scores or the final Programmatic Capability score

F¥16 Assessment Programmatic Capability Evaluation Form 20f2



FY2016 - National Brownfields Grant Proposal Evaluation - Assessment

INSTRUCTIONS:
© logically navigate through this form, enter the "Tab" keys. This will move you through the form on a question-by-question basis. If you hit the "Enter” key, you will be
the form ically, which will no longer prompt you to answer q ona ion-by: ion basis.

Proposal Number (u5¢ 16-A-001) : RO04-16-A-064

Applicant Name: City of Lake City

[State: SC

[Reviewer's Name:

[Reviewer's Organization: EPA

Date: |211z2018

Ranking
Criteria
Score:
(max.
points 160)

Post-
Discussion
Score:

160

160

Note The Ranking Crtens Score does nof indlude the Programmatic Capabidy Score

Scores should be expressed n whole numbers only Document score decrions below and provide substantve comments that provde the bass for your score

Post-Discussion Notes

Ranking Criteria

[refer to the for additi ! all ranking eriteria)

Total Score

[Ranking Criteria

[7B.1. COMMUNITY NEED [50 points)

[This section of your preposal provides the context for your project The needs defined in this section should provide the foundation of your later discusson of the brownflelds project, planned commundy
jengagement and parinerships, and the ways the project will ulimately benafit your targeted community (both outputs and outcomes) This saction of your narmative should dentify your targeted commundy, as
el a3 the community's brownfield msues and the Impacts they have on the targeted community in which they are located. This section should also present the emdronmental, health andlor welfare, and
jeconomic challenges faced by the targeted community 83 related to its brownfiekds. Proposals will be evaluated on the quality and extent to which you have presented a compeling picture of your brownfield|s}
Jand the needs of your targeted community

JAll proposals should demonstrate how the grant wil serve a community(ies) to address or faciltate the identification and reduction of threats to the health or welfare of children, pregnant women, minorty or
fow-income communibes. or other senstive populations, and will senve a community(ies) that & unable to draw on other sources of funding because of the small population of low income of the COMMundy.

Coalition proposals shoukd demansirate how the grant will serve coalition partners and communites that would otherwise not have sccess 1o ressurces to address brownfislds. For exampie, a state of county
fmay put together a coalibon that includes smal communities that do not have the capacity to apply for brownfields funding on their own

Crit Comments

Criterion
Score

Change je.g.

Score

-1.+2)

25

Post-Discussion Notes:
REASON for Score Change

[V.B.1.a. Targeted C y and B ids [25 points] Str hs (Reasons for awardin (Reasons for not awarding paints)

muni ripti i
Include a bref descrption of your city, town, of Geographic area to provide the
reader some background on 82 cullural and industral hatory that establahes
fthe context for your brownfieid challenges

VVIthin thes geo
bwhere you pean b
jdstnct. cormd
Pocus

tec area, dentfy and descnbe the targe
S3Ment actribes, such as 8 n
census tract, or other localty around wheh your project will

5

i Informati Il
P rovide demographic informabon about your targeted commundy mciuding
pertnent ndicators of population, unemployment, poverty, ma
income such as those shown in the suggested table below, and clearty cte
he scurces of your data

rhes, and

f | 0 point;

ids sites n your targeted commundy  inchde
'ormaton on the nature and extent of your brownfieids (such as past land
uses and ste acthvites, potenta By related emaronme: HEUDE O
joontaminants, and current condtions). real of percened negatrve
jervronmental impacts assocated with the brownfields, and

forownfields’ proximity to the targeted community

il umulative Environmental Issues |5 points

n adation o the presence of brownfield stes, provide a summary (wsing

frvalable information) of other various cumulstve emvronmental issues (& g

puang of power plants, ncmerators, mdustry. landfils, congested highways, or
sthet sources of ar, water and land polution) of other emawronmental justice
oncems [such &3 overburdening from exstng sources of polution) which

may be present”

Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding points)

1b _Impacts on Targeted Community [10 points]

Uting existing available nformation, please respond fo tha tems below

- Oscuss impacts the brownfiekds have on publc health or weltare of your

3 the threats tn health and welfare 1o senstive
vty who are potentally subject to the
ng brownfiekds |Please refer o FAQS for

Jgroups in b
Jeraronmental exp.
information on senstive p

ons )

nmental and/or brownfield ssues have
targeted col

* Describe how cumubatve emvii

disproportionately mpacted your

10

{ for not i3 podnts)

V.B.1.c. Financial Need [15 points]

1ci E i {5 points)

JOescribe why you, as the applicant, need this funding and are unable to draw
jon other sources of funding becauss of a smal population, low mcome or
jothet factors of the target

[Cescribe how local economic condibons may have been made worse due to
industnal decine, plant ciosures, natural dsasters, or other sgnificant
economic disruptions

RO4-16-A-064_1 xdsx




E laborate on the demographic table aboy ection V B 1 a) and discuss the
ey economic effects (e g reduced tax base, lost jobs and busness
fopportuntes. depressed property values, ongoing costs to secure vacant
joropertes, etc. ) of the brownfelds on the targeted community

Descrbe other economic effects associated wi
property vacancy, communtty dsimvestment, burden on municipal sernces
jete To the extent that thes discussion may nchude quant
statites, clearly cite the sources of such data

brownfiekds sueh as bight

i

This section of your proposal describes your project and how it will be implemented. This section should demonstrate the feasbdty of the project you will fund with this grant, and the extent to which the grant will
fstimutate the availabilty of other funds for as or and the q reuss of the target area in which the brownfield site(s) s located

Proposals will be evaluated, as further described below, on the quality and extent to which you demonstrate:

- How your project will further the targeted community's land use and revitalization plans or vision,

-8 le approach and gy 1o achieve project goals, and expend funds in a timely and efficient manner;
| & realistc bass for project costs,

|- & reasonable plan to track and measure project progress; and

|- the avadabiity of, and access to, sufficient resources to complete the project

lAll proposals should demanstrate how the majorty of grant funds are allocated fof lasks drectly with al sile t
[sne-specific proposals should demonstrate how the task descriptions and budget justfy the need for the amount of funding requested for the proposed site
[coaiition proposals shoukd demonstrate haw the grant funds will sddress a minimum of five sites as well as stes jocated in each coalton member's jurisdiction.

Criteria Comments

Criterion
Score

Change (e.g.
1,42}

Descriy [ i
V.28, Project ription, Project Timing and Site Selection [25 Strengths (Reasons for awarding poirts) Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding points)

Post-Discussion Notes:
REASON for Score Change

[Describe the project that will be funded under this grant and how the project
aligns with the targeted communty's land use and revialzation plans. a
additon to the descnption of the grant-funded assessment work, deschbe the
redevelopment sirategy or projected redevelopment for the property of
propertes that are assessed

15

Describe your approach fof smplementing and executing key project actvilies
prrithin the three year penod of performance  Specifically address the iming of
oy project actnities (including contractor procurement, site selecton, and
g site access) and state who will ba responsible fos
enting/completing those actvbes

2.8.iii, Site Sglection (5 points.
For communitywde proposals. descnbe the process for pr
selecting s4es to assess, and for obtaining access to those sites

JOR

JF or assessment coaltion proposals, descrbe the proposed governance

tructure smongst your coalibon partners which be impierm:
and select sites lo assess, and the process for obl,
e

d to priontaze

g access to those

OR

For ste-specific assessment proposals descr
ubject property includng an
tatus of ownership of the

he exsting condtions of the
1 aze. andior

pated kevels of contaminat

[v.8.2b. Task Descriptions and Budget Table [20 points] Strengths (Reasons for awarding painis) ‘Weaknesses (Reasons for nof awarding points)

i
1 the tasks requred to implement the propesed project, mcluding the work
that will take place under each grant-funded task and any addtional work of
serices necessary to carry out the project I ded by sources
other than this grant. identify and enumerate specific outputs from the project
hich may mclude, but are not bmded to, Phase | environmental ste
assessments. Phase Il emaronmental ste assessments, ste cleanup plans,
farea-wide plans, or ste nventories. [Refer to Section | F 1 for an expl

ot outputs |

Provide a cost estrnate for each grant 3 task, which describes the bass
for the estmated costs, and specfies costs by the budget categones shown
n the table below Apphcarts requesting hazardous substance and petroleun
ding I the same proposal must detingush hazardows substance related
tasks from petrolewm related tasks Where appropriate. present unit costs
and quantty work products | ractual Costs Conduct Phase 1
assessments on fve sdes at a cost of 32,500 each for a total of $12.500)
Explan any costs thal appear 1o be atypcal [| & | unusualy high or low)

Co not include tasks fo

actvities that are inelgible uses of funds under EPA's
that is not

vination af the ste. budding or sde preparation, or
ve cosis, such as ndirect costs)

Jassessment grant (e g . land acquiston, building demakt
Jrecessary to assess con
adminestral

Dicuss how you plan 1o 1rack and Measure your pro

esults {oulcomes and outputs)

55 in achiewving the

RO4-16-A-084_1 xsx




[Ranking Criteria

Score

il 5

The table format below can be used to present the aliocation of EPA grant
funds fo the specic tasks described above Specty the costs by budget

Wy Include OHLY EPA grant funds in this table Actvites not supponed
« grant should not be mciuded = the budget table

rtrokeum funding in the
e budget tables, of two
separate ino fems within one budget table, which dstngush nazardous

substance f

nds from petroleumn funds

fiote: EPA encowrages the use of the table format below

Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)

ces that you have, o may b
seeking, fo ensure the successful revitalzation of brownfields sites assessed
#h this grant. This should include pubkc or private resources [beyond ths
to achieve the assessment, cleanup, andior redevelopment needs of
he brownfields stes Attach copies of any lefters or documentation to
stantiate firm comm ents of lrveraged funding

If you are not yet able to identify sources of leveraged fundng needed for this
hen provide a recent exampla where you of your project pariners
eraged resources to achieve an emrronmental or

| of your communtty [nof necessanty on a brownfields sta)

B.3. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT AND PARTNERSHIPS [35 points]

[This section of your proposal demansirates how you wil inform involve and inform the community and other stakeholders during the planning and implementation of your project Yous responses to the critera
jwill also explain how your propesed communty engagement plan will meet the needs of the targeted community identified in the Communitty Need (Section V. B.1) portion of your proposal and identity the
[Ftakeholders and partners necessary to achieve the benefits discussed in Project Benefits (Section V.B 4)

Proposals will be evaluated on the quality and extent to which they

demonsirate actions or plans 1o effectively involve and inform the targeted and relevant 5
idertity the y of the loc: fribal & authority to the project:

identfy rokes of other relevant governmental partnorships. and

| identdy the relevant roles of communty organizations and affrm ther mvolement in the project through commimant letters.

|Community-wide proposals should d howe the whole ¥, not just localized groups directly affected by a sfe or stes, has provided input from the project inception and will be engaged
throughout the project

[Site-Specific proposals should discuss and demonstrate meanngful efforts to imvalve and inform groups or deaectly affected by the sie, in addtion to the broader community

[Coalition proposals shoukd demonstrate how all communities addressed through this project have provided input from the beginning of the project. and will be engaged and informed throughout the project
ICcalition proposals should demonsirate that the grant recipient will ensure that YNty Is taiored s fically to the needs of each targeted
jcommundty and coalion membaer.

kL1

Criteria Comments

Criterlon
Score

[V.B.3.a. Plan for g Targeted ¥ & Other Stab
land Communicating Project Progress [15 pointa]

Strengths (Reasons for awarding pofnls) Weaknesses (Reasons for nof awarding points)

15

Post-Discussion Notes:
REASON for Score Change

3.8, Community Imegl an {10 point

Csciss your plan for imohang the targeted community and other
stakeholders (such as neighbor rganzations, cAzens groups, property
cwners. lenders, business organczatons and developars) in the planmng and
mplementation of you ject (whach may inciude project planming, ste
election for assessments, cioanup decisions, and revse planning)

tion

Lol Communicating Progress (5 points
[Cescribe your plans for communicating the peogress of your project to

community members Also, descnibe how the dentfied communication plans
are appropnate and effectve for the targeted communty|ie:

Note

f aro actively sol
media, and inferned foru,

g put gs, webinars, use of
s Applicants must demansirate haw they well
targeted community in meanngful ways fo ensure success of

sngage th
the propased projoct

[v.B.3.b. Partnerships with Government Agencies [10 points] Strengths (Reasons for swarding points) { for not g points)

b, LocaliStatelTribal Environmental Authority (5 points]

Pleasa identfy and provide mformaton on the agency which runs
brownfields, voluntary cieanup of other simiar program at the local/
level (Lo, the emaronmental agency andior heath agency)

e releval
tateftribal

i i rmental Pa
Identfy and provide informaten on elevant federal, state, an
governmental agencies with which you will partner dunng your assessment
joroject (e g EPA. DOT. HUD, a health agency)

local

w

[V.B.3.c. Partnerships with C. Organizations [10 points] (R for not roing points)
i I rganization ripti it

nchude a descrpho

as well as, their role i and co

of the project  EFA may com

organzatons identf

project

of each com

sy ofganization involved in you
ents to the planning and impiementaty
efefence checks to ensure that

0 and mvolved win the brownf

d are 5.
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i

Jattach current betters to the proposal from all of the commundy organzatons
you have decussed These letlers should dn support for the

propect, and describe and affim ther roles ar et the planning
and implementaton of the project. The numbers of partn
important as the ¢ taxns and the relevance of their

Cha

V.B.4. PROJECT BENEFITS [25 points]

Tres section of your proposal describes the anboipated outcomes and benefits expected from your project in the context of the needs you discussed in the Communtty Need (Section V.B.1). the broader
planning efforts as discussed in the Project Descripbon (Section V.B 2), including sustanable redevelopment and the near-term efforts to support practices in the & will
also describe how the outcomes of this assessmaent work will contribute to the ¥ plan for the of sites. Prop on the qualty and extent to which they
Jaemonstrate the potential of the project, or the development plan for the project area, to realize significant outcomes and benefits ta the h of the y. faciitate
lenvironmentally sustainable redevelopment planning and equitable development, and stimulate eCoONOMIC of NON-economic benefits

will be
and e

5

Criteria Comments

Criterion
Score

Score
Change {e.g.
-1, +2)

Post-Discussion Notes:
REASON for Score Change

Strengths (Reasons for awardin, ints)

[v.B.4.2. Health and/or Welfare and Environment [10 points]

Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding points)

[ o, Health andior Welfare Benefits (5 points:

jOescribe the health andior wefare benefits anbcipated from this grani
Ioroader project), and how these benefits wil address the health an
effare chalienges decussed in the Community Need secton of your
rarratve (Secton V.B.1)

r

4.2, irons
Describa the envirenmental benefts anticipated from this grant
project), and how these benefts wil address the emvironment
jdiscussed n the Commundy Need section of your namatve

T broades
hallenges
ecton V.B 1)

[V.B.4b. Benefits from

ding paints}

Provide examphes of how you will use your communtty of organzaton s
pobcies, ordnances, planning of other tocks 1o foster and implement
sustainable development outcomes., including the use of existing
infrastructure, for stes addressed with thes grant Examples of sustainable
ldeveiopment practices are listed in Section | D of these gusdehnes

j2 b i, Integrating Equitable D or Livability Principles {3

Describe how your approach to address and revitalize brownfieid stes wil
ncofporate equitable development practices or the HUD-DOT-EPA Livabilty
Principies. such &s improved transportabion choices, affordable housing. and
Jather considerations as described in Section | D of these gusdelines

[V.B.4.c

lEIﬂ!!I

and C Benefits (long-t [

Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding paints)

<, Economic or Other Benefits (5 points)
Jorscuss potential outcomes and economic benefits, such as mcreased
femployment and expanded tax base, which may be acheeved through the
redevelopment of stes assessed unde ths grant (be as specific as possible)

or

Jdscuss non-economic benefts associated wih sdes 1 reused for
jgreenspace or other not-for-proft actvties. Examples may include areas
redeveloped for uses such as parks, recte;
lervironmental buffers and other not-for-pro
jorganzaton spaces libraries, schools, b
fstations, etc

On areas, greemvays
4, governmental of chartable
enters, community centers, fre

Partnerships with 1ce D

Pcll Job Creat ter
Eroarams (2 points)

Describe any
members of the com:
brownfields assessm
-

procurement or link
y to potental employment opportuntes in
cleanup. or redevelopment related to your proposed
ch eMorts may mclude, but are not lmAed to partnerng wih local
wfofce development entmes or Brownfields job training grantees

eal hiring &

s S

mimet onal
Reviewers may include any general comments on the applicant's response to
e Ranking criteria. These comments will not impact subcriera scores of the
Jfirsal Ranking score

RO4-168-A-064_1 xisx




FY2016 - National Brownfields Grant Proposal Evaluation - Assessment

lNSTRUCTlONS:
[To logically navigate through this form, enter the “Tab" keys. This will move you through the form on a question-by-question basis. If you hit the "Enter™ key, you will be

the form ically, which will no longer prompt you to answer q ona ¥ basis.

[Proposal Number (use RO4-16-A-064

lApplicant Name: Lake City

[State: 5C

JReviewer's Name:

Reviewer's Organization: Regicn 4, Office of the Regional Administrator
Date: |21312018

Ranking

Criteria
Score:
{max.

points 160)

Post-
Discussion
Score:

150

153

Note The Ranking Criteria Scove doss not include the Programmalic Capabiiy Score

Scores should be expressad in whole numbers only. Document score decisons below and provide substantve comments that provide the bass for your score

Post-Discussion Notes

Ranking Criteria

[refor to the for ad all ranking criteria]

Total Score

ing Criteria

Original

[V.B.1. COMMUNITY NEED [50 points)

[This section of your proposal provides the context for your project. The needs defined in ths section should provide the foundation of your later discussion of the brownfields project, planned community
[engagement and parinerships, and the ways the project will ulbmately benefit your targeted commundy (both outputs and cutcomes). This section of your namative should identify your targeted community. as
pwell as the community's brownfield mswes and the impacts they have on the targeted community in which they are located. This secton should also present the emvironmental. beakh and/or welf and
jeconomic challenges faced by the targeted commundy as related to s brownfekds. Proposals will be evaluated on the quaiity and extent to which you have presented a compelling picture of your brownfield{s)
jand the needs of your targeted communiy

JAll proposals should demonstrate how the grant will serve a community(ies) to address or faciiitate the identification and reduction of threats to the health o welfare of children, pregnant women, minadity of
fow-income communities, of other sensitive populations, and will serve a communiy(les) that is unable to draw on other sources of funding because of the small population of low income of the community

Coalition proposals should demonstrate how the grant will serve coaliion partners and communities that would otherwsse not have access to resources to address brownfields. For example, a state of county
may put together a coalibon that includes small communiies that do not have the capacity to apply for brownfields funding on their own

43

Criteria Comments

Criterion
Score

24

Post-Discussion Notes:
REASON for Score Change

B.1.a. Targeted Community and Brownfieids [25 points) (Reasons for awardin Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding points)
(] SCriptk u

Include a brief descrpton of your cly, town, of geographic area to provide the
Feadet some background on s cultural and industral history thal establsbes
the context for your brownfeld chabenges

WV c area, dentify and descnbe the targeted commundy
here you plan to perform assessment activiies, such 3% 8 neghborhood
coffidor, census tract, or other |

i grograp

¥ around which your project will

i . ks 017

Provde demagrapty ed community includeng
on, unemployment, poverty, minonties, and

ose shown o the suggested table below. and clearly cite

information about your targ
pertinent ndicators of popud

wome such as

he sources of your data

Al 1 ii jds (10 poi

[oescribe the brownfields stes in your targeted community Include

hrfeermal and extent of your brownfields (such as past land
cintios, potentially related emaronmental msues of
jeontaminants, an rrend condtons), real or percered negatre
ronmental d with the brownfields, and

uses and ste

1.alv, Cumulative Environmental lssues [5 points)

in addition to the presence of brownfield stes. provide a summary (using
available mformation) of othes vanious cumulatve emvironmental issues (e g
iting of power plants ncnerators, i congested highways, or
other sources of ar_ water and land pol ) of other emvronmental |ustice
CONCEMS |SUCh &s owerbure g sources of pollution) which
may be present "

g from exst

wd Community [10 points]

Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding paints)

Using enstng available nlormabon, please respond o the tems below

Dmscuss impacts the brownfields have on publc health or welfare of your

fargetad commundy

jerraronmental exposures, Including brownfiekds |Please refer to FAQS for
pformation on senstve populabons |

nmertal and/or brewnfield ssves have
geted communty

mulatve e
ely mpacted your

- Describe b
jesproportia

10|

[V.B.1.c. Financial Need [15 points] Weaknesses (Reasons for nof awsrding points)

1.c.1_Economic Conditions |5 points]
Joescrbe why you, as the applicant, need this funding and are unable to draw
fon other sources of fundng because of a smal population. low INCome of
Jother factors o targated community

[Cescnbe how local economic condtions may have been made worse due o
prdustnial decline. plant closures, natural dsasters, of other
jeconomic desruptans

uficant

RO4-18-A-064_2 xdsx




JRanking Criteria

i

il mic Eff i niield;

Elaborate on the demographic table above (Becton V B 1 a) and discuss the
ey economic effects (e g reduced tax base, lost jobs and business
opporundies, depressed property values, ongoing costs to secure vaca
properbes. etc ) of the brownfelds on the targeted communty

[Describe other economic effects assocusted with brownfields such as b
fOperty vacancy, commundy dsnvestment
To the extent that this discussion may include quas
cs, Clearty clle the s ces of such data

sden on municipal seneces

tive estimates and

0

B.2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND FEASIBILITY OF SUCCESS [50 points]

This section of your proposal describes your project and how it will be implemented. This section should demonsirate the feasibility of the project you will fund with this grant, and the extent to which the grant will

Istimulate the avadabilty of other funds for environmental assessment or emaediation, and the subsequent reuse of the target area n which the brownfield site(s) is bcated

Proposals will be evaluated, as further described below, on the quality and extent to which you demonstrate.

|- How your project will further the targeted community's land use and revEakzation plans or viion,

a e approach and gy 1o achieve project goals, and expend funds in a timely and effcient manner;
|- a reakstic basis for project costs:

} a reasonable plan to track and measure project progress. and

| the availabiity of, and access to, sufficient resources to complete the project

lall proposals should demonstrate how the majority of grant funds are allccated for tasks directly associaled with emwcnmental site assessmants.
IS ite-specific proposals should demonstrate how the task descriptions and budget justify the need fof the amount of funding requested for the proposed site
ICoalition proposals should demanstrate how the grant funds will address a minimum of five sites as well as sites located in each coalition member's jurisdiction

47

Criteria Comments

Criterion
Score

Score
Change (e.g.
A,+2)

Strengths (Reasons for swarding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding points)

[Describe the project that will be funded under this grant and how the project
abgns with the targeted community's land use and revialzation plans. In
adddion to the descnpton of the grant-funded assessment work, describe the
redevelopment stralegy of projected redevelopment for the property of
properties that are assessed

2.4.1i, Preject Timing |5 points)

Describe your approach for implementng and executing key pr
ithen the thiee year petiod of performance Spe

ey ct actrvibes (mn ! 3t procur

securing ste access) an

imphementng/carmpk

ject actvities
y address the timing of
selection, and

ke Sctvibies

i, j ints
For community-wide proposals, descnibe the process for pronte
electing stes to assess, and fof o

ng and
o those stes

IOR

For assessment coalton proposals, descnbe the proposed govermance
atructure SMOngs! your coak
and select sfes to assess, and the process for obtal
st

OR

[For ste-specific assessment proposals
perty ne g an
of pwnership of the ste

describe the e

ing conditons of the
Juubpect p

ated levels of contaminaton, sze, andlor

2

Post-Discussion Notes:
REASON for Score Change

[V.B.2.b. Task Descriptions and Budget Table [20 points]
J Tas scriptions (15 points

Strengths (Reasons for swarding poinfs)

Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)

e tasks requir
will take place

ct. including the work
d task and any addtional work o
at wil be funded by sources

e specfic outputs from the project
y include, but are not kmited to, Phase | emvronmental ste
fassessments. Phase || emvronmental ste
farea-wide plans, or ste rve
o ]

essary to Carmy out the proje
grant Identfy and enumerat

assessments. ste cleanup plans
es [Refer to S

F 1 faran

Pronade & cost et
ated costs. &
table below. App

« each grant-funded task, w
specthes costs by the b
nts requesting hazardous substan
unding m the same proposal must distnguish

h descrbes the bass

for the est

tance retated
esent unt costs
t Phase 1

s al & cost of $2,500 each for a total of $12,5
t appear to be atypeal (i e, wwsualy high of low)

tasks from petroleumn rels
jand quantify work produc

s on frve

=3 that are mebgible uses of funds under EPA's
acqustion, buldng demolton that is nof

minaton at the ste b
adrmunsiratree costs. such as indm

of 4l

costs)

Drscuss how you plan to track and measure your progress in achieving the
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The tabie 3! below can be used to present the aliocation of EPA grant
funds to specific tasks described above. Specdy the costs by budget
fcategory. Inciuge ONLY ERA grant funds in this t Actvties not supported
by the grant should not be nchuded n the budget table

|Applcants requesting hazardous substance and petraleum fi nding in the
provide either two separate b s, OF two

n one budget table, which ¢ h hazardous

separate in
JsLibstan

fote. EPA encourages the use of the table format below

Score

[V.B.2.c. _Ability to Leverage [§ Points]

[Describe other sources of funding or ressurces that you have, or may be
peeking, to ensure the successful revtalzaton of brownfields sites assessed
i grant should mciude public or private resouwrces (beyond this
grant) to acheeve the assessment. cleanup, and/of fredevelopment needs of
it brownfeids stes Attach copies of any letters of documentabon
substantiate firm commtments of leveraged funding

? you are not yet able to identfy sources of leveraged funding needed for t
fproject. then provade a recent mample where you of your project partners
Jrave successfusy ke 3 to achseve an emyironme
zaton goal of you scessanly on a brownfields ste)

I ar

[V.B.3. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT AND PARTNERSHIPS [35 points]

[This section of your proposal demonstrates how you will inform involve and inform the community and other stakeholders during the planning and implementation of your project. Your responses to the criteria
ol ais0 explain how your proposed community engagement plan will meet the needs of the targeted commundy identfied in the Community Need (Section V B.1) portion of your proposal and identfy the
[stakeholders and partners necessary lo achieve the benefits discussed in Project Banefits (Section V.B 4)

[Proposals will be evaluated on the qualty and extent to which they:

- demansirate actions of plans to effectively involve and inform the targeted community and relevant stakeholders,

- dentily the relevancy of the localistate/tribal environmental authority to the project

- identify roles of other relevant governmental partnerships; and

ientfy the relevant roles of communty organzations and affim their involvemnent in the project through commément letters

ICommunity-wide proposals should demonstrate how the whole communty, not just localkzed groups directly affected by a sfe of sites, has provided input from the project inception and will be engaged
Ehroughout the project

Site-Specific proposals should discuss and demonstrate meaningful efforts to involve and inform communty groups of representatives directly affected by the site, in addition to the broader COMMunty.
Coalition proposals should demonstrate how all communities sddressed through this project have provided input from the beginning of the project, and will be engaged and informed throughout the project

Coaition proposals should demonstrate that the grant recipient wil ensure that community engagement is talored specifically 1o the needs of each targeted
y and coalibon member.

Criteria Commants

Criterion
Score

Scofe
Change je.g.
1, +2)

Post-Discussion Notes:
REASON for Score Change

[v.B.3.a. Plan for g Targeted C. & Other s;

Jand Communicating Project Progress [15 points]

Strengths (Reasons for swarding peints) Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)

15

.a), Community lovol Pl i
Discuss your W it
stakehokders (such as nesghborhooc e, CAZENS QrOUps, property
wniefs. lenders, busines: Wl devedoper e planning and
pmplemantabon of youwr prog which may mnchude project planning. ste

nts, cleanup de s, and reuse plannng)

3.2i, C Progress (5 points]
J0escnbe your plars for communcat ng the progress of your prn
o, describe how the dentfied commun
effective for the targeted commu

f-ommunty members A

jare appropriate 2

INole Ap)

¥ address this cotenon by var
engagement where informai
ively sobcited. including publ
arnel forums. Ag
age the targeted commu

meanngh

nput are &

ha (Reasons for award { Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding points)

Please wentfy and provide information on the agency which runs the relevan
brownfirids, voluntary cleanup or other smilar program st the localstatefrbal
evel (i &, the emaronmental agency and/or health agency)

The descussion of partnership)
with SCOHEC is outstanding and|
complete

3. bl het yernmental P. rahi

dentify and provide Infor art federal, state, andior local
govemnmental agencies with whah you will pariner during your assessment
project (8 g, EPA, DOT, HUD, a health agency)

R on other roke

Partner agences are full

dentified

[v.B.3.¢c. Partnerships with Community Organizations [10 points]

3.c.0, Communi iz ati ion & Rol it

nciude 8 descrption of each community organation imvoled in your project
fo the planming and T
af the project  EPA may duct referance checks to ensure th
organiations identfied are supportve and involved with the brownfields

project

rrent

us erganzatons and|
if roles are dentified
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broader project), and how these benefts will address the healtn

Describa the environmantal benefits antcpated from thes grant (o ader
project), and how these benefts will address the emaronmental challenges I
[discussed in the Community Meed section of your narrative (Section V.B 1)

[V.B.4b. E Benefits from
[Reuse [8 points]
J.b. Polic 2| I it

Provide examples of how you will use your communty of
pohcies, ordinances, planning of other tool oster &
Jsustamable development outcomes, mchuding the use
nfrastructure, for stes addtessed with this granl Exar
development practces ase ksted n Sectio)

rganization’s

s of sustanable
1 D of these guidelines

T E ie Dovel or Livability Principles (3

[Cescribe how your approach to address and revitalze brownfield stes wil
incorporate o ble development practces of the HUD-DOT-EPA Livabilty
Principles, sUch as improved transportation choces, affordable housng, and
f consaderatons &% descnbed n Section LD of these guidelnes

Original Score
[Ranking Criteria Socss P
ot
Jatzach cumrent letters to the proposal from W COMMUnty organeatons
you have dscussed These letiers sho o the
project, and describe and affem their roles an the planning
and implementaticn of the project. The numbers of partners s not as
mportant a8 the contnbutons and the relrvance of their organzation
[V.B.4. PROJECT BENEFITS [25 points]
This section of your proposal describes the anticipated outcomes and benefts expected from your project in the context of the needs you decussed n the Communty Need {Section V.B.1), the broader
Iotanning efforts as discussed in the Project Description (Secton V. B.2). inchuding g and the tet rts to support L practices in the It wll 22 .
aiso describe how the outcomes of this assessment work will contribute to the ¥ plan for the of stes. Proposals will be evaluated on the quality and extent to which they
Jsemansirate the potential of the project, or the development plan for the project area, to realze significant outcomes and benefits to the health/weTare and emviconment of the community, faciitate
ferrvr y sustainable planning and equiable development, and stimulate economic or non-economi benefits
Criterion oote
Criteria Comments T Change (e.g Post-Discussion Notes:
-1, +2} REASON for Score Change
[v.B.4.a.Health and/or Welfare and Environment [10 points) Sir hs (Reasons for awarding paints) Weaknesses (Reasans for nal swarding points)
420 al Ifar fit: irits
Cescribe the health andfor welfare b pated from thes grant jor

[V:B.4.c. Economic and Community Benefits (long-term benefits) [7 Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding poinis)

uss potential outcomes and eco
employment and expanded tax base, whach may be achieved through the
stes assessed under s grant (be as specific as possble),

omic benefits. such as increased

Jdsscuss non-ec

smic benefits aseoc with ses 1o be reused for

! Examples may include areas

N 8% parks, fecreabon Sreas, greenways,

rtal buffers and of chartable

ty centers, fire

orennspace of o r-proft active

redeveicped for uses s

b rreronmy

srgangaten

tations, elc

_cli, Job Creation Potential: Partnerships with Workforce O
Programs ]

e & any planned efforts to promote local hinng and curement or link

miers of the communty to potental employment opportunbes in |

brownfields assessment, cleanup, or redevelopment related to your proposed

projects. Such efforts may include. but are not imeted to partnering with local
orkforce development enttes or Brownfields job traiming grantees

neral Comments tional]
Reviewers may include any general comments on the applicant's response to
the Ranking criteria. These comments will not impact subcrtera scores of the
jfinal Ranking scofe
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FY2016 - National Brownfields Grant Proposal Programmatic Capability Evaluation - Assessment

INSTRUCTIONS:

o navigate through this form, use the “Tab" keys. This will move you through the form on a question-by-question basis. If you hit the "Enter” key, you will be moved
rough the form vertically, which will no longer prompt you to

basis.

ona by-q

Proposal Number:

Applicant:

State:

RO4-16-A-073

City of Brookswville

FL

Date:

Reviewer:

2/11/2018

Programmatic Capability

Score:
{40 points

40

Ranking Criteria

[re

Rlnkjrg Criteria

sfer to the Guidelines for additional information on all ranldﬁ criteria)

Comments

Score

V.B.5.a. Programmatic Capability - All
applicants must respond to ranking
criterion [28 points]

Strengths (Reasons for awarding points)

Describe the organizational structure you will utilize to
jenisure the timely and successful expenditure of funds
jand compiletion of all technical, administrative and
ffinancial requirements of the project and grant. Include
a brief discussion of the key staff including their roles,
lexpertise, qualfications, and expenence

Describe the system(s) you have in place to
lappropriately acquire any additional expertise and
resources (e.g. contractors or subawardees) required to
successfully complete the project. Please refer to
§Section IV F regarding contractors and subawards.

Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)

28

28

Ranking Criteria

Comments

Score

V.B.5.b. Audit Findings - All applicants
ust respond to ranking criterion [2

Strengths (Reasons for awarding points)

oints]

[Describe any adverse audit findings. If you have had
problems with the administration of any grants (e.g.,
compliance reporting, expenditure of funds), please
describe how you have corrected, or are comrecting, the
problems. If you have not, please affirm that you have
not had any adverse audit findings. Respond to this
criterion regardiess of whether or not you have had a
ffederal or non-federal assistance agreement. [Fadure
fo address this section may result in zero points for this
factor.]

Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)

Ranking Criteria

V.B.5.c.i. Past Performance and
|Accomplishments - Applicant who
currently or has ever received an EPA
Brownfields Grant [10 points]

rding points)

1. Compliance with Grant Requirements (5 Points)
Discuss your compliance with the work plan, schedule
land terms and conditions. Include whether you have
fmade, or are making, progress towards achieving the
jexpected results of the grant in a timely manner. If you
jare not, please explain why. Discuss what corrective
measures you took, or are taking, and how the
jcorrective measures were documented and
jcommunicated

[Discuss your history of imely and acceptable quarterly
performance and grant defiverables, as well as, ongoing
Assessment, Cleanup and Redevelopment Exchange
ISystem (ACRES) reporting

If you have an open EPA Brownfield grant(s), please
lexplain your need for additional funding. Additionally,
ifor all open grant(s) indicate the grant penod (start and
lend date), if there are funds remaining, and the plan to
fexpend funds by the end of the grant penod

For all closed EPA Brownfields grant(s), indicate f there
jwere funds remaining at the time of closure, the amount
jof remaining funds and a brief explanation of why the
ffunds were not expended.

(R for not ding points)

10

FY 16 Assessment Programmatic Capatsity Evalu

aticn Form

1of2




[2_Accomplishments (5 Points)

Describe the accomplishments (including specific
joutputs and outcomes) of your grant funded program,
ncluding at minimum, the number of sites assessed
land/or cleaned up. Discuss whether these outputs and
loutcomes were accurately reflected in ACRES at the
time of this proposal submission, and if not, please
lexplain why

J_ Ranking Criteria Comments

Score

V.B.5.c.il. Past Performance and
Accomplishments - Applicant who has
not received an EPA Brownfields Grant
but has received other federal or non-
[federal assistance agreements [10 points]

Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) Weal (R for not rding points)

1. Purpose and Accomplishments (5 Points)
Describe the awarding agency/organization, amount of
funding, and purpose of the grant{s) you have received

Discuss the accomplishments (including specific
outputs and outcomes) of the project supported by
these grants, including specific measures of success
for the project supported by each type of grant
r;eco'.ved

2. Compliance with Grant Requirements (5 Points)
Describe your compliance with the work plan, schedule
and terms and conditions. Include whether you made
or are making, progress lowards achieving the
lexpected results of the grant in a timely manner.
Discuss what comective measures you took, or are
taking, and how the comective measures were
ldocumented and communicated

Discuss your history of timely and acceptable reporting,
as required by the awarding agencyforganization

nking Criteria

Score

V.B.5.c.iii. Past Performance and
Accomplishments - Applicant who has
never received any type of federal or non-
federal assistance agreements

Rewviewers may include any general comments on the
applicant's response to the Programmatic Capability
criteria. These comments will not impact subcriteria
scores or the final Programmatic Capability score

F¥ 18 Assessment Programmatic Capability Evaluation Form
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FY2016 - National Brownfields Grant Proposal Evaluation - Assessment

INSTRUCTIONS:
o logically navigate through this form, enter the "Tab™ keys. This will move you through the form on a quasmn-by-quutlon basis. If you hit the "Enter” key, you will be
fmoved through the form vertically, which will no longer prompt you to answer g i ona by-g ion basis,
Proposal Number (s ROT.16 - RO4-16-A-073
Applicant Name: City of Brooksville Ranking
[state: FL Criteria Post-
- Score: i
Reviewer's Name: o Discustion
- {max. Score:
Reviewer's Organization: R4/RCRD/RPMMS points 160) Post-Discussion Notes
Date: |2/2512018
153 153
Note The Ranking Crtena Scove does not indude the Programmatie Capabidty Score
Scores should be expressed in whol mib y Document score decsons beiow and provide substantve comments YOUr scole
Rankdng Criteria Tuéll Score
[refer to the Guid for addi inf i all ranking criteria] z
|Ranking Criteria Ovriginal Score
e Score &
[V.B.1. COMMUNITY NEED [50 points]
[This section of your proposal provides the context for your project Tha needs defined in this section should provide the foundation of your later discussion of the brownfields project, planned commundy
[engagement and partnarships, and the ways the project will ubmately benefit your targeted commundy (both ouiputs and outcomes) Thes section of your namatve should identify your targeted community, as
'ell a% the commundy’s brownfeld issues and the impacts they have on the targeted community in which they are lacated. This section should alss present the emvironmental bealth and/or welfare, and
jeconomic challenges faced by the targeted communiy as reiated to #s brownfiekds. Proposals will be evaluated on the quality and extent to which you have presented a compeling picture of your brownfieid|{s)
land the needs of your targeted community
49 -
JAll proposals should demonstrate how the grant will serve a community{ies) to address or faciitate the identification and reduction of threats to the health or weifare of children, pregnant women, minorly o
owW-ncome communkars. or other senstive populabions, and will serve a communitylies) thal s unable to draw on other sources of funding because of the small population or low income of the community
[prop: shouid ate how the grant will serve coaliion partners and communib=s that would otherwse not have access to resources to address brownfields. For example, a state or county
A tegether a coaltion that includes smal communties that do not have the capacty to apply for brownfields fundmg on their own
Score
Criterion Post-Discussion Notes:
Criteria Comments Change (e.g.
Score :‘B_;] 1 REASON for Score Change
[V.B.1.a. Targeted Community and Brownfields [25 points] hs (Heasons for awarding peints) Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding poinls) 24 E
1.2} Target mm ription ints’ 5
Include a bref descnption of provide the
at estabishes
5|
ke sources of your aata
1.ajil Description ot B 10
Descrb:
nd tons), rea
ted commu
4
provide a sur
onmental ssues (e g
ed highways, or
oremental justice
sources of poliutan) which
¥ be prese
[V.B.1.b._Impacts on Targeted C ity [10 points] hs (Reasons for awarding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding points) 10/
Using exrsting avaiable mformaton, please il the tems below 10
nfiekis have on puble health or weltare of your
s to health and welfare 1o sensitve
- Cescribe how cumulsive emaronmental and/or brownfeld ssues have
drprep nately mpacted your targeted comm
[V.B.1.c. Financial Need [15 points] Weaknesses [Reasons for nol swardng poinls) 15

160 Ecos c {5 points}
ibe why you, as the apphcant, need thes funding and are unable tn draw
W INCOMe or

w bean made worse due to

e conomee dear
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Describe the project that will be funded w s grant and how the p
' d use and ©

. Original Score
[Ranking Critoria Boces c
1.6, Effects of i1 1o
abocate on the demographic table above {Secton V B 1a)and 8
mic eff x ! lost jobrs and business
perty VRCANCY, COMIT
To the extent that ths discussion
stics, clearly cite the sources of
[V.B.2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND FEASIBILITY OF SUCCESS [30 points]
This section of your proposal describes your project and how & wil be implemented. This section should demonstrate the feasibility of the project you will fund with this grant. and the extent to which the grant will
fstimulate the availabibty of ather funds for emvironmental assessment or remedaton, and the subsequent reuse of the targel atea n w - e
Proposals will be evaluated, as further described below, on the quality and extent 1o which you demonsirate
How your project will further the targ community's land use and revtalzation plans or vision,
dology 1o acheeve project goals, and expand funds in a timely and efficient manner, 48 4
a reasonable plan to frack and measure project progress; and
the avadabity of, and sccess to, sufficient resources 1o complete the project
Al proposals should demonstrate how the majority of grant funds are aliocated for tasks drectly associaled with emaronmental site assessments.
|site-specific proposals should demonstrate how the task descriptions and budget justity the need for the amount of funding requested for the proposed site
|C calition proposals should demonstrate how the grant funds wil pddress & m um of frve stes as well as stes located in each coaltion member's jurisdiction
" Score
Criterion
Comma; hange [e.
Girtteria e Score L 1 .,;;" 9 Post-Discussion Notes:
i REASON for Score Change
B.2.a. Proj tiption, Project T ind Site Selection [25
4. Bt Descp FEARRLIR S o Samction |2 Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points) 2
14

ey project a
dress the temung ¢

on, and

2.2 lii, Site Selection (5 points:
" isals describ:

d for o

conditions of

aLsessment p
anbcgpated levels of ©

ste

[v.B.2.b, Task Descriptions and Budget Table [20 points] sons for award

20,

2.bi Task Descriptions (15 points]
15t the tasks requred to smph
wat will take place under e

services necessary to carmy oul the project that will be funded by sour:

may include
sile clear.

nded task, whih descn
categories shawn
and patroleum

ton at sfle, buidir

rect costs

15
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anking Criteria Original Score
Score Cha
location of EPA
supported
. as for not awarding points) 5
w B3SeSEMent, cleanup. &
vrfields stes. Attach copses of any
e firm commaments of leveraged
everaged funding needed for this
U OF your projedt partners
iV @N EmATonme
essarly own
—————
[V.B.3, COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT AND PARTNERSHIPS [25 points)
Thes section of your proposal demonstrates how you will inform involve and inform the community and ather stakeholders during the planning and implementation of your project. Yout responses to the criteria
il akso explan how your proposed communty engagement plan will meet the needs of the targeted community identified in the Communty Need | Section V. B.1) porton of your proposal and identify the
stakeholders and partners necessary 1o achieve the benefts discussed in Project Benefits (SectionV B 4)
Proposals will be evaluated on the qualty and extent to which they
demonsirate actons. of plans 1o effectively imvole and nform the targeted community and relevant stakeholders.
identify the re ey of the localstateftribal emdronmental authority to the project,
overnmantal partnerships; and
munty organzations and affirm their ivolement in the project through commiment latters
3 -
JCommunity wide proposals should demonstrate how the whole communty, not just iocaized groups directly affected by a site of sites, has prowded input from the project ncepton and will be engaged
throughout the project
[Site-Specific proposals should dacuss and demanstrate meaningful efforts to involve and inform communiy groups of representatives directly affected by the in addttion to the broader community
[Coalition proposals should demonstrate how all s addressed thiough this project have provided input from the begnning of the project, and will be engaged and informed throughout the project
Coaltion proposals should demonstrate that the | pient wil ensure thal community engagement s tallored specifically to the needs of each targeted
mmunity and coalton member.
Score
Criterion
Criteria Comments L 2.9
Score ¢ :lgez:] @ Post-Discussion Notes:
i REASON for Score Change
[V.B.3.a. Plan for Targeted C. & Other
= : Str (R 18 for av ” L Weak (Reasons for no i H] []
and C ting Project Progress [15 points] engths (Feasons for awarding poi 'eaknesses (Reasons for nof awarding points, 13
Plan {10 peiots] 8
the targe
orhood orga
4
n plans
Strengths (Reasons for award ) Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding points) 10 ]
5
on the agency wh ant
othes sim: it the locaVstateAnbal
3 bii, Other G Partrerships (5 points} 5
dentify and pro
[V.B.3.c. Partnerships with Community Organizations [10 peints] Weaknesses (Foasons for not awardkng ponts) 10 [
del € Organization D A& Role {5 points] 5
of each community organca
imdments to the plann
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[Ranking Criteria Original Score

m o

1 current letters 1o
you have dscussed These lett
and describe and al
tation of the p

[V.B.4. PROJECT BENEFITS [25 points]

Thes section of your proposal descnbes the antcspated outcomes and benefts expected from your project in the context of the needs you d
plannng efforts as dscussed in the Project Descripton | Section V
also describe how the outcomes of ths assessment work will contrib
[demanstrate the potental of the project, or the development plan I

wssed in the Comm

nty Need {Section V B.1), the broader

2), nciuding and the 1 efforts to support sustainable emaronmental practices in the commundy & will
to the community plan for the revitalzation of brownfields sites. Proposals will be evaluated on the quality and extent to which they

he project ares, to realge significant outcomes and benefits to the heath/weare and er i of the facitate

taly sustainable redevelopment planning and equitable development, and stimulate econamic or non-economic benefits

3 -

Score
Change (e.g. Post-Discussion Notes:
-1, +2) REASON for Score Change

Criterion
C s
Criteria T Score

[V.B.4.a. Health andior Weilfare and Environment [10 points] Strengths (Reasons for awanding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding ponts) )

[4.2). Health and/or Welfare Benefits (5 points] by

eroader project), and b

&8 dscussed in the Community Need s

nv e

welfare chalier

rarratre

4.2,ii, Environmental Benefits (5 points) 7
Describe the e
project), and how ¢
discussed n the Cammun

ecton ¥ B 1}

[V.B.4.b. Envir
[Reuse [8 points]

eazons for not awarding points) 8 9

b, Policies, Planni
P revide examples of how you will use you
foolicies, ordina
Lustanable developrment outee
nifras! re, for sites addressed w
deveiopment prac ate listed ir

M b i Integrating Equitable D of Livability Principies {3 3

ownfield stes will

ved transportabon ¢
d in Sec

Strengths (Reasons for awan

Weaknesses (Ressons for nol swarding poinis) L] E

conomic or Other Benefits |5 point

sed lor
¢ mciude 3

el

chartable

centers, fire

4 c i, Job Creation Potential: Partrerships with Workforce Development 1

Pregrams (2 points]

25L

members of the community to pot
brownf =

S 25505
ts Such efforts m

IGeneral Comments [Optional]

Reviewers May include any genersl comments on the apphcant's response to
the Ranking critena  These comments will not mpact subCrtena scores of the
final Ranking score
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FY2016 - National Brownfields Grant Proposal Evaluation - Assessment

INSTRUCTIONS:

To logically navigate through this form, enter the "Tab" keys. This will move you through the form on a question-by-question basis. If you hit the "Enter” key, you will be
imoved through the form vertically, which will no longer prompt you to answer i ona ion-by ion basis.

[Proposal Number (15 1 [RO4-16-A-013

lApplicant Name: ]Gadsden County
State: Florida
Reviewer's Name:

Reviewer's Organization: U.5. EPA Region 4

Date: |1-Feb-16

Ranking
Criteria Post-
Score: |Discussion
(max. Sco
points 160)

158 154

Mote The Ranking Crfens Score doss pof in

wde the Programmatie

Cap

Scotes should be expresse

1 whole numbers only Document score deciuons below and provide substantve comments that provide the bass for your score

Post-Discussion Notes

Ranking Criteria

[refer to the ines for addi on all ranking criteria)

Total Score
CME

[Ranking Criteria
— e

Original Score

[V-B.1. COMMUNITY NEED [50 points]

Thes section of your proposal provides the context for your project The needs defned in this secton should provide the foundation of your later discusson of the brownfleids project, planned commundy
[engagement and parinerships, and the ways the project will ulimately benefit your targeted community (both outputs and outcomes) This section of your narratrve should identify your targeted communit
oll a5 the community's brownfield msues and the mpacts they have on the targeted COmmunity in which they are located. This section should also present the emiranmental, health andler weltare, and
feconomic challenges faced by the targeted community as related 1o its brownfields. Proposals will be evaluated on the qualty and extent o which you have presented a compeling picture of your brownfield(s)
jand the needs of your trgeted community

JAll proposals should demonstrate how the grant will serve 8 communiy{ies) to address or facdtate the idenbfication and reduction of threats to the health or weltare of chidren, pragnant women, minorty or
aw-mcome commundies, of other sensitive populations. and will serve a community{ies) that s unable to draw on other sources of funding because of the small population of low income of the community

[Coalition proposais should demonstrate how the grant will serve coaltion partners and communties that would otherwise not have access 1o resources to address brownfaids. For eample. & state or county
may put together a coalbon that ncludes small communibes that do not have the capacty to apply for brownfields funding on thew own

Criteria Comments

Score
Change (e.g.
A, +2)

Criterion
Score

[V.B.1

Targeted Community and Brownfields [25 points] Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)

25| ]

Post-Discussion Notes:
REASON for Score Change

ommunity Descripti
chede a bref descnpbol
reader some backgrow

raphic area 1o provide the
¥ trat establshes

targeted community
nties, such as a neighborhood
your project wll

5

raphic Information (5 poi

raphic information about your targeted community including
mnofites, and
and clearty cte

tia by related e
nt conditions] real of
ent cis assocated wi
Ky prommity to the targeted community

A mudative Enyir ntal | 5 points
ir addition t o of brownfield stes, prow

2 Various cumutatve &
siting of power pl rators
other sources of ar d
oncems {such as averburdening from

may be present

B.1b._ Impacts on Targeted C y (10 points] Weaknesses (Reasons for nol swarding points)
Lising easting avalable nformaton, please re the tems below

I Dsscuss impacts the brownfields have on publc health or welfare of your

| Provide infarma
Jroups in the targete

mental and/or brownfield msues have

targeted communty

10, 2

e with leviewer weakness|

[V.B.1.c. Financial Need [15 points] Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding poants)

1.c.i. Economic Condition:

Be why

NOMac conditons may have been made worse due to
.

thet sgrificant
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Score
[Ranking Criter cl
Lol E Effgcts of {10 points)
IE labo on the demographic table above [Section \
y econom affects (e g reduced tax base, st jobs @
unibies, depressed property values, o
[v.B.2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND FEASIBILITY OF SUCCESS [50 points]
This section of your proposal descnbes your project and how i will be implemented. This secbon should demonstrate the feasibilty of the project you will fund with thes grant, and the extent to which the grant will
bstimutate the availabilty of other funds for emdronmental assessment or remedation, and the subsequent reuse of the larget area in which the brownfield se(s) is located
P roposals w ¢ evaluated, as further described beiow, on the qualty and extent to which you demaonstrate
L How your project will further the targeted community's land use and revitalzation plans of vision
a reasonable approach and methodalogy o achesve project goals, and expend funds in a timely and efficent manner, 48 @
a reakstc bass for project costs.
|- a reasonable plan to track and measure project progress, and
the svailabdity of, and access to, sufficient resources to complete the project
LAl proposals should demonstrate how the majority of grant funds are aliocated for tasks directly associaled with emironmental site ts
|Site-specific proposals should demornstrate how the task descripbions and budget justify the need for the amount of funding requested for the proposed site.
Coalition proposals should demonstrate how the grant funds will address a minimum of fve stes as well as sies located in vach coaltion member's jurisdiction
Score
Criterion
it hange [e.g.
Crtbeia Comments Score | “M797 59|  post.Discussion Notes:
s REASON for Score Change
¢ . i , P 1 Ti and
M B':‘; Project Description. Ffoject Timing Fhe Setactian [23 Strengths (Reasons for awarding ponts) Weaknesses (Reasans for nol swarding points} 25
2.2, Project Description (15 points] 15
Describe the project that will be funded w
he targeted communty's land
5
"enting and executing key project actnities
performance Specifically address the timing of
Site Select] in 5
[V.B.2.b. Task Descriptions and Budget Table [20 points] Strengths (Reasons for awarding pol Weaknesses (Reasons for nof awan 20| 2]
b Task Descriptions (15 points) 18] 2] Agres wih revewst wea
" #d to implement the proposed project, nchuding the work
each grant-funded task and any add&ional work of
Ut the project that w
s grant identfy and enumerate specrf
nckude, but are no d to, Phase | o
assesament
area-wice pla
utpats |
e a cost
ated costs, and
the tabie below Appica
1the same




Original Score
Scome Chai
m funding in the
te budget tables, or two
which ds azardous
Weaknesses (Faasans for m g point E) p
urces that you have, or may be 3
witalzation of brownfields assossed
public of private 1 1 this
cleanup, andfor 1 neads of
>pres of any letters or docuw
your progect partn
n erronmIeTY
; {v] UNITY ENGAGEMENT AND PARTNERSHIPS [35 point:
This section of your proposal demonstrates how you will nform imvohve and inform the commundy and other stakeholders during the planning and mplementaton of your project Your responses to the critera
Wl also explan how yout proposed communty engagement plan will meet the needs of the targeted commua ied in the Community Need (Secbon V B.1) portion of your proposal and identdfy the
Istakeholders and partners necessary to achieve the benefts discussed in Project Benefits (Section V B 4)
Froposals will be evaluated on the qualty and extent to which they
|- demonstrate actions or plans to effectvely mvalve and inform the targeted community and relevant stakeholders:
|- identdy the relevancy of the local'stateftribal emaronmental authortty to the project;
ther relevant governmantal partnerships; and
identify the relevant roles of commundy organcations and affirm their imvolvenent in the project through commiment letters
a5 -
Community-wide proposals should demonstrate how the whole community, not just localzed groups directly affected by 8 sfe or stes, has provided input from the project inception and will be engaged
throughout the project
[Site-Specific proposals should discuss and demonstrate meaningful efforts to imvolve and inform communtty groups of representatives directly affected by the stte, in addtion to the Broader commu
Coalition proposals shousd demonstrate how al communities addressed through this project have provided input from the beginning of the project, and will be engaged and in ed throughout the project
|Coaition propesals should demonstrate that the grant recipient wil ensure that community engagemant is talored specificaly to the needs of each targeted
commundty and coalbon mer
Score
Criterion
Criteria Comments 0.g.
Score c""'“"_z‘] 9| post.Discussion Notes:
i REASON for Score Change
[V.B.3.2. Plan for | Targeted C Y & Other =
i Reasons for swanding points) ns for not g nts)
nd Communicating Project Progress [15 points] Strengths (Ressons for swarding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points) 15 o
I; 2. Community Involvement Plan {10 points) 10
Bl ‘ g the targ M
planning and
anning, ste
5
O by vanous mes
mabon /s shared and
nars
how they wil
ure success of
[V.B.3.b. Partnerships with Government Agencies [10 points] Strengths (Ressons for swarding points) Weaknosses (Reasons for not swarting points) 10 []
3.b.i. LocalState/Tribal Environmental & (5 points) 5
Please identfy and provide information on the agency which runs
rwhifields, voluntary cheant other similar program
level (ie  the emaronmental agency andfor heath agency)
5
[V.B.3.c. Partnerships with C y Org. [10 paints] Weaknesses (Reazons for nol swarding pomis) 10 [
el C Qrganization D & Role {5 points) 2
of each community organzaton svoled n




. Original Score
'1 nking Criteria Baora: Cha
5
id dcuss @
es and ¢ planning
a8
rtant ax b n
—
[v.B.4. PROJECT BENEFITS [25 points)
This section of your proposal descnbes the anbcipated oulcomes and beneflits expected from your project in the contet of the needs you discussed in the Communty Need (Section V.B 1), the broader
jplanning efforts as discussed in Progect Description [Section VB 2), including sustamable redeveicpmant and the near-term efforts to support sustainable environmental practices in the community. it wil 25 b
faiso describe how the cutcomes of this assessment work will contribute 1o the communty plan for the revitalzaton of fi stes. Proposals will be h on the qualty and extent to which they
fiemonstrate the potential of the project. or the development plan for the project area. to realze significant outcomes and benefits to the heathiwelfare and environment of the commundy, faciltate
feerrn tally sustainable P planning and equitable development. and stimulate economic of non-economic benefits
Criterion Seorw
Criteria Comments T Change (e.g. Post-Discussion Notes:
1,+2) REASON for Score Change
[V.B.4.2. Health and/or Welfare and Environment [10 points] Strengths (Reasons for awarding poir W fas for not awarding points ) 10 1
4 2§, Health andior Wellare Benefits (5 points 5
Cescribe the healt dior welfare benefits ant
beoader project). 2 ese bene
veifare challenges decussed n -
nV.B1)
M r al 5|
the enmvironment
ject), and how these benef|
[dscussed in the C
[rE AL £ Buniatha from Weaknesses ([Heasons for nol awarding points) B
Reuse [B points]
b dici li] t Tool oty 5
wunfly OF Organzaton's
ster and implen
te Lse
STELE grant Ex
in Section | D of t
3
[Describe how your approach to address and revialze brownfield stes wil
ncorporate equitable development practices or 1 A Lrvabdty
Principies. such as improved transportaton choices, af sng, and
ather considerations as descnbed in Se.
[V.B.4.c. Economic and Community Benefits (long-term benefits) [T W F 7
it (Rea: for pot ]
4 ¢ |, Economic or Other Benefits |5 points) 5

54

s potential oul

wenefits, such ased

acheeved thiough the

fic as poss:

butfers and other not-for-pr
s Iibrares, schoo

n il P
P Fams s
Describe any planned efforts to promate local hrreg and procurement of ink

members of the cos

[General Comments (Optional)
Reviewers may include any general comments on the apphca
the Ranking crtena  These comments will not mpact sube
fnal Ranking score

's response to
ria scores of the
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FY2016 - National Brownfields Grant Proposal Programmatic Capability Evaluation - Assessment

NSTRUCTIONS:
[I’o navigate through this form, use the "Tab" keys. This will move you through the form on a question-by-question basis. If you hit the "Enter” key, you will be moved
hrough the form vertically, which will no longer prompt you to q i on a question-by-question basis.

Proposal Number: Applicant: State:

RO4-16-A-013 Gadsden County Flarida

Date: Reviewer:

Programmatic Capability
Score:
(40 points maximum)

40

Ranking Criteria

[refer to the Guidelines for additional information on all unklm criteria]

Rlnkir}g Criteria Comments

Score

V.B.5.a. Programmatic Capability - All
applicants must respond to ranking Strengths (R for ding points) Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)
criterion [28 points]

28

[Describe the organizational structure you will utilize to
ensure the timely and successful expenditure of funds
and completion of all technical, administrative and
financial requirements of the project and grant. Include
la bnef discussion of the key staff including their roles,
lexpertise, qualifications, and experience

Descnbe the system(s) you have in place to
lappropriately acquire any additional expertise and
resources (e.g. contractors or subawardees) required to
successfully complete the project. Please refer to
JSection IV.F regarding contractors and subawards

28

Ranking Criteria Comments

Score

V.B.5.b. Audit ﬁndmgs - All applicants
ust respond to ranking criterion [2 Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) Weak (R for not ding points)
oints]

Describe any adverse audit findings. If you have had
problems with the administration of any grants (e.g.,
jcompliance reporting, expenditure of funds), please
describe how you have corrected, or are comecting, the
problems. If you have not, please affirm that you have
not had any adverse audit findings. Respond to this
criterion regardiess of whether or not you have had a
federal or non-federal assistance agreement. [Failure
to address this section may result in zero points for this
factor ]

Ranking Criteria Comments

Score

V.B.5.c.i. Past Performance and
|Accomplishments - Applicant who
currently or has ever received an EPA Strengths (R for fing points) Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)

Brownfields Grant [10 points]

10

1. Compliance with Grant Requirements (5 Points)
Discuss your compliance with the work plan, schedule
land terms and conditions. Include whether you have
made, or are making, progress towards achieving the
expected results of the grant in a imely manner. If you
are not, please explain why. Discuss what corrective
measures you took, or are taking, and how the
comective measures were documented and
communicated

Discuss your history of imely and acceptable quartery
performance and grant deliverables, as well as, ongoing
Assessment, Cleanup and Redevelopment Exchange
System (ACRES) reporting

If you have an open EPA Brownfield grant(s), please
lexplain your need for additional funding. Additionally,
or all open grant{s) indicate the grant penod (start and
lend date), f there are funds remaining, and the plan to
expend funds by the end of the grant penod

For all closed EPA Brownfields gra ), ndicate f there
were funds remaining at the time of closure, the amount
jof remaining funds and a bnef explanation of why the
unds were not expended

Ml Programmatic Capability Evaluaton Form

1af2




2._Accomplishments (5 Points)

Describe the accomplishments (including specific
outputs and outcomes) of your grant funded program,
including at minimum, the number of sites assessed
and/or cleaned up, Discuss whether these outputs and
loutcomes were accurately reflected in ACRES at the
ltime of this proposal submission, and if not, please

e xplain why.

Ranking Criteria

Score

V.B.5.c.ii. Past Performance and
Accomplishments - Applicant who has
not received an EPA Brownfields Grant
but has received other federal or non-
federal assistance agreements [10 points]

Strengths {Reasons for awarding points)

1. Purpose and Accomplishments (5 Points)
Describe the awarding agencyforganization, amount of
ffunding, and purpose of the grant(s) you have received

Discuss the accomplishments (including specific
joutputs and outcomes) of the project supported by
these grants, including specific measures of success
[for the project supported by each type of grant
received

2 Compliance with Grant Requirements {5 Points
Describe your comphance with the work plan, schedule
land terms and conditions. Include whether you made,
jor are making, progress towards achieving the
expected results of the grant in a tmely manner.
Discuss what comective measures you took, or are
taking, and how the comective measures were
jJdocumented and communicated

Discuss your history of timely and acceptable reporting,
las required by the awarding agencyforganization

nking Criteria

V.B.5.c.iii. Past Performance and
Accomplishments - Applicant who has
never received any type of federal or non-
federal assistance agreements

5 points]

eneral Comments tional [
Rewviewars may include any general comments on the
apphcant's response to the Programmatic Capability
jcntena, These comments will not impact subcnteria
scores or the final Programmatic Capability score

FY16 Assessment Programmatic Capability Evaluation Form

Score
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FY2016 - National Brownfields Grant Proposal Evaluation - Assessment

INSTRUCTIONS:
To logically navigate through this form, enter the "Tab" keys. This will move you through the form on a question-by-question basis. If you hit the “Enter” key, you will be
fmoved through the form vertically, which will no longer prompt you to answer g i ona by ion basis.
Proposal Number jus: RO1-16 |R04-16-2-013_01
[Applicant Name: |Gadsen County Board of County Commissioners Ranking
State: FL Criteria Post-
Score: |Discussion
Reviewer's Name: |
(max. Score:
Reviewer's Organization: [R-t points 160)
Date: |2/812016
147 147
e The Ranking
Scores should ba exp the basrs for your score
Ranking Criteria Yo doote
[refer to the for [ ! all ranking criteria) 5
JRanking Criteria Original Score
Score Change
e —
[VE.1. COMMUNITY NEED [50 points]
This section of your proposal provides the context for your project The needs defined in ths section shoulkd provide the foundation of your later discussion of the brownfields project, planned eommus
jengagement and partne | ulimately benefit your targeted commundy (both outputs and cutcomes) Thas section of your naratve should dentify your targeted communty, as
well Bs the commundy s brownTeld issues and the impacts they have on the targeted community in which they arne kcated. This sechon should alse presert the emarcnmental, health and/or welfare, andg
jeconomic challenges faced by the targeted commundy as related to ts brownfields Proposals will be evaluated on the quality and extent 1o which you have pressnted a compaeling picture of your brownf)
and the needs of your targeted communty
47 -
JAll proposals should demonstrate how the grant will serve @ community(ies) 1o address of Taciitate the ientificaton and reducton of threats to the health or welfare of children, pregnant women, m
fow-income communites. of othel sensdve populations, and will serve a communtylses) that s unable to di on other sources of funding because of the small population or low income of the comm:
[Coalition proposals should demonsirate how the grant will serve coalibon partners and communibes that would otherwiss not have access to resources to address brownfields. For example, a state of county
jmay put together a coalton that ncludes smal commundies that do not have the capacty to apply for brownfeids funding on their own
Criterion Srom Post-Discussion Notes:
Criteria Comments Cha X =
Score ;“’fz‘:“ %] REASON for Score Change
V.B.1.a. Targeted Community and Brownfieids [25 points] ) Woahnesses (Reazons for nof awarding poin 1] ]
1.3}, Targeted Community Description (5 points) 5
f phic area o provide the
| hstory that bishes
(5 points] 5
10
real or p
wd with tha b
‘geted community
1.8y, C 4
n adation to th
lava table nformat
ray be present
[V.B.1.b._Impacts on Targeted C y [10 points] Strengths (Reasons for aw pazons for nof awarding points) B 4

RO4-16-A-013_1 xisx




JRanking Criteria

senbe how cumulatve eny

desproporbonately Impa

Score
Cha

[v.B.1.c. Financial Need [15 points]

Strengths (Reazons for awarding poi

Weaknesses (Reasons o




RO4-16-A-013_1 xisx

anking Criter Original Score
Score Cha
1.cii. Economic Effects of B fi 110 points] 10
E laborat the »graphc table above |Secto B 1a)and drscus:
» and business
|
ant, and the extent ta which the grant will
il further the target
xoach and methadalogy to ach a2 )
| & reakstic bass for p
ect progress. and
&% 1o complete the project
i ate how the majorty of grant funds are alocated for tasks drectly associated with emwenmental ste assessm
Re-specific proposals should demonstrate how the task descripbons and budget justify the need for the amount of funding requested for the propased ste
jC calition proposals should demanstrate how the gran ds will address 8 mnem ve sites as well as stes located m each coaltion '8 Jurisdiction.
Criterion foers
Criteria Comments Change (e.g.
Score 1 _7‘} 9 Post-Discussion Notes:
£ REASON for Score Change
v [ ription. Project Timi nd Sit Hecti
Bﬂi: Fetct Descripd d e 8 Rection i3 Strengths (Reasons for swarding poinfs Weaknesses (Reasons for not swardng painfs) 2 g
2.3 Project Description {15 points) T3
|
2.3.1, Project Timi it i B
hs (Reasons for awarm Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding painfs ) 15 B
10




Original Score
anking Criteria
ng Score Ci
—
ow can be
tasks de
Y EPA
same p
separate b
Ability to Leverage [5 Points] Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding pos 4 1
[v.B.3. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT AND PARTNERSHIPS [35 points]
This section of your proposal demaonstrates how you will inform mvolve and nform the community and other stakeholders during the planning and implementaton of your project Your responses to the criterna
will als explain how your proposed communty engagement plan will meet the needs of the targeted community identified in the Community Need |Se V.B 1} perton of your proposal and identfy the
stakeholders and partnars necessary to achsrve the benefts discussed in Project Benefits (Section V. B .4)
Proposals will be evaluated on the qualty and extent to whech they
demonsirate acbons of plans to effectively nvole and nform the targeted d relevant stakeholders:
wdentify the relevancy of the localstateftribal emaronmental authorty to the progect,
y rojes of other relevant governmental partnerships, and
y the relevant roles of communty organgatons and affirm their imvolvement in the project through commitment letters 55
lcommunity-wide proposals should demonstrate how the whole commundy, not just localZed groups directty affected by a ste or sdes, has provided input from the t inception and will be engaged
throughout the proje
IS ite-Specific proposals should discuss and demonstrate meanmgtul efforts to mvolve and inform community groups of representatives directly affected by the sde. in addtion to the broader commund
IC oalition proposals s engaged and mied through
Coakt J
ommunity and coalibon member
Criterion Seom
Criteria Comments Change (e.g. L
Score 1 _;r ¥ Post-Discussion Notes:
el REASON for Score Change
B.3.a. Plan for g Targeted C
E: Yeasons for ing paints) (Reasons yaraing pos
and Communicating Project Progress [15 gths (Reasons for awarding paints, Weaknesses (Reaso ¢ gwarding po 13 [:]
| a i, Community Invol Plan (10 9
|
i
4
[v.B.3.b. Partnerships with Government Agencies [10 points] Weaknesses | 10 o
bl Y |3 points) 5
5
Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding ponts) 10 o
5
proy
mentats

3_1 xdsx




Ranking Criteria Original Doore
Score Cha
il Letters of (5 points] 5
oject The mum
d the releva
VB4 PROJECT BENEFITS (25 points]
Thes section of i pated outcomes and benefts expectad from your project n the contest of the heeds you discussed in the Community Need (Secton V B 1), the broader
planning efforts as g, Drescription (Section V B 2), ncluding sustainable redeveiopment and the near-term efforts o support sustamable ematonman practhces i the commundy. It will 25
jalso descrbe how the oulcomes of thes assessment work will contribute 1o the community plan for the revialzation of brownfiekts % Proposals will be evaluated on the qualty and extent to wh
[demonstrate the potential ol the project, or the development plan for the prosect area, to realize sgnificant outcomes and banefits to the healhweTare and emaronment of the comm unaty, faciltat
envilonmentaly sustanabl evelopment plann ng and equiable development, and stimulate economic or non-econamic benefits.
Criterion aron
Criter: Comments Boine Change (e.g. Post-Discussipn Notes:
1,+2) REASON for Score Change
B 4.a. Health andior Weifare and [10 points) Strengths (Reasons f nf Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding posnt. 10 ]
l4.2.1. Health andior Weltare Banefits (5 polnts) 5
ndlor
and how the
s descussed o
B1
5
Cescribe the pated from this gr r broader
progect), and he address the e 0
discussed in the of your narrative 1
[V.B.4.b. Environmental Benefits from Infrastructure Reuse/Sustainable =
Weaknesses (Reasons for not swardng pein 8 R
[Reuse [B points]
M b Policies, Planning, and r T S points -
examples &
sstainable
nfrastruc
Equitable Development or Livability Principles (3 3
B.4 ic and Communit -term berefits
Vo?m.c Econom: munity Benefits (long- 7 Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) Wathrusses (ensasy Wi 3 ]
E c.i, Economic or Other Benefits |5 points) 3

4.cli. Job Creation Potential. Partnerships with Workforce Dy

Programs it

EEE;I Comments (Optional}
R eviewars may in
the R ar
final Ranking score

on the apphcant’s respanse to

These comments will not mpact subcrieria scores or

RO4-18-A-013_1 xdsx






FY2016 - National Brownfields Grant Proposal Evaluation - Assessment

INSTRUCTIONS:

[To logically navigate through this form, enter the “Tab™ keys. This will move you through the form on a queﬂnn by-question basis. i you hit the "Enter” key, you will be
jmoved through the form vertically, which will no longer prompt you to answer i onagq ion-by basis.

Proposal Number (uso fonr 1-16 = RO4-16-A-073

lApplicant Name: City of Brooksville

State: Florida

Reviewer's Name:

Reviewer's Organization: |US EPA Reglon 6

Date: |3/10/2016

Ranking
Criteria
Score:
(max.
points 160)

Post-
Discussion
Score:

127

127

Mote The Rankng Crilena Score does not include the Programmatic Capabidy Score

Scores sho below and provide sutista, that provide the bass for your scofe

Post-Discussion Notes

past and

Impacts B350
wlds prov

RO4-16-A-073_2 xdsx

Ranking Criteria 7‘:"‘ Score
[refer to the ines for addi I i all ranking criteria) =
[Ranking Criteria . Original Score
Sooes L change T
Thes section of your proposal provides the contest for your project The needs defined m this secton uld pronvide the foundabon of your later discussion of the brownfields project. planned communiy
Jengagement and partrerships, and the ways project will ultimately beneft your targeted community (both outputs and outcomes ). This secton of your narrative should identfy your targeted communty, as
well a5 the community's brownfiekd ssues and the impacts they have on the targeted communty m which they are located. Tha section should alsa present the emvironmental, heakh and/ar weltare, and
Jaconomec chalienges faced by the targeted community as related to ts brownfields. Proposats will be evaluated on the qualty and sxtert io wi you have presented a compeling ure of your brownfield(s)
fand the needs of your targeted communiy
48 -
JAll proposals should demonstrate how grant will sefve a communty{ies) 1o address or faciitate the identfication and reduction of threats to the heath or welfare of chilkdren, pregnant women, minarty o
low-ncome commundies, of other sensitive populations, and will serve & comm hes) that i unable to draw on other sources of funding because of the small population or low income of the commus
|Coalition proposals should demonstrate how the g will serve coalibon partners and communiies that would otherwise not have access fo resources to address brownfelds. For example, a state or county
may put tegether a coalition thal mchudes small communities that do not have the capacity to apply for brownfieids funding on thes own
Score
Criterion Post-Discussion Notes:
[ Comments Change (e
Ciltaria Score 1 *2‘: 91 REASON for Seora Change
B.1.a_Targeted y and [25 points] ha (Reasons for swa Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding paints) 24 .
1.2 Targeted Community Description (5 points) 5|
town, or gecgraphec area to provide
that establshes
iy
1% @ neghb
d which your
n (8 points} 5 =
on abowd your targeted communit g
aymert, paverty, minor and
ggested tabie and clearly cite
1.a.)/_Description of Brownficlds (10 points) 10




i]nrlung Criteria

Original
Score

Score

{Laiv. Cumulative E Issues (5 points)

_

er sources of air, water and land p
ncemns (such as overburde
may be present”

s b

ava please respond 1o th

B.1.b.Impacts on Targeted Community [10 points]

ic health of weFare of your

#lds have on put

 Descnie how cumulative & maronme

your targe

fvB.1c. Financial Need [15 points]
i 15 points}

RO4-16-A-073_2 xlsx




[V.B.2.b. Task Descriptions and Budget Table [20 points]

s for not awarding pornt:

[Ranking Criteria Original Score
Cha
Effects of
& demograph
[V.B.2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND FEASIBILITY OF SUCCESS [50 points]
on of your proposal describes your tand how & will be impiemented This section should demonstrate the feasbilty of the project you will fund wih thes gr
late the avadabity of cther funds for environmental assessment or remediation, and the subsequent reuse of the get area in whach the id sda(s) 1s located
will be & t to which you demo
How your propect will furthe: n plans or visian
- & ressonable ag d efficient manner. 26 E
- @ realistc bass for p i3,
8 reasonable plan 1o track and measwre project progr
- the & lete the project
Jall proposals sl J s are allocated for tasks drectly assocsated with environmental ste assessment:
Site-specific proposals shoul 0 & Py ask descripbons and budget justify the need f @ amount o g requested for the proposed site.
|Coalition proposals should demonstrate how the grant funds will address a meumum of fwve stes as well as stes located in each coalton member's jurs
Criterion Bcore
i
Critert Comments Ch .
W [ Score ';’“;I" 9| PostDiscussion Notes:
. | - REASON for Score Change
8.2 Project Desc ion, Project Timing and Site Selection [25 s -
‘1 Yot by P ke e Selbchon | Strengths (Reasons for swarding points) Weaknesses [Reasons for not awarding points, 13
points] :
2 2} Projoct Description (15 points) 7
22111, Site Selection (5 points) 4
For ¢ roposals, d nd
OR
Weaknesses (7 "

R

0

B-A-073_2 wisx




[Ranking Criteria

b.i, Task Descriptions (15 points]

plan to trac
tcomes and o

Original
Score

Score
Chal




Original Score

[Ranking Criteria
= Score C ha

[V.B.2.c. Ability to Leverage [5 Point: 2 4

Deschbe o

seeiing, to

This secton of ye how you will inform nvolve and nform
Wl also explain how your proposed communty engager plan meet the needs of the targeted community iden
stakeholders and partners necessary to achieve the benefts dscussed n Project Benefits {Secton V B 4)
Proposals will be evaluated on the qualty and extent to which they
demanstrate actions o plans to effectively mvolve and nform the targeted communty and relevant stakeholders.
entify the relevancy of th als! ftribal emaronmental authorty to the project.
ety roles of o vant governmental partnerships; and
of communtty organcaho d affirm their imvolement in the project through commiment letters
n -
JCommunity-wide proposals should demonstral o the whole community, not just locakzed groups drectly affected by a site or has provided input from the project ncepton and wil be engaged
throughout the p
|5 ite-Specific proposals should dscuss and demaonstrate meaningful efforts to nvolve and inform commungy ¢ 3 Of fepreson flected by the ste, in addtio broader comm
C oalition proposals sh s addressed through this project have provided from the begnnng of the project, and will ged and informed
ICoakbon proposals showld demonstr ient will ensure that community engagement s talored specifically to the needs of each targeted
community and coalibon member.
Score
Criterion
Criteria Comments ha X
Score ¢ :Ki:‘;]'-‘ 9 Post-Discussion Notes:
¥ REASON for Score Change
JB.3.a. Plan for k hing Targeted C y & Other LH
(Re ¢ Frain " (Reason: ol awarding poin
b icating Project Progresa [15 points Strengths awarding p Weaknesses (Res. of awarding p 13 0
32i C mvolvement Plan (10 points) 9
|
4
[V.B.3.b. Partnerships with Government Agencles [10 points] Strengths (Ressons for swa ; Weaknesses [Reasons for not awar points) a8 0
3.b.I. LocalfState/Tribal Environn E ¥ [5 points] 5
¥ which runs
® local's
Other Governmontal Parinerships (5 poimis] 3
[ c relevai T
B.3.c. Partnerships with Community Organizations [10 points] 10 o
5
5

c Organization Description & Bolg (5 points|

RO4-16-A-073_2 xisx



Original Score
JRanking Criteria
ng Score C
5|
ated outcomes and benefts expected from your progect in the context of the needs you discuss Communty tion V B 1), the broader
[Section V B 2), includng sustanable redevelopment and tha near-term efforts to support sustainable emaronmental practices in the commundy. & wi 2 L
descnbe ho e 1o the communty plan for the revtalzstion of brownfields stes Proposals will be evaluated on the quality and extent to which they
fsernanstrat ares, to reaize ugnificant outcomes and benefits to the health'we¥are and emvironme munity, facitate
jervronmentally sustainable redevelopment planning and equ and strmulste economic or non-economic benefits
Criterion Score
Criteria Comments S cora Change (e.g. Post-Discussion Notes:
-1, +2) REASON for Score Change
[V.B.4.a Health and/or Welfare and Environment [10 points] 5 [ . easons for not awardng points) 9 1
14 2.0, Health andior Wellare Benefits (5 points 4
dfor weltare ben
5
), and how these
ssed inthe C
(V.B4b E Benefits from ainabile g
Reuse [B points]
J.bii. Policies, Planning, and Other Tools |5 points 5
= —
Strengths (Reasons for swaning poinfs) Weaknesses (Reasons for nol awarding points) 5
3
|
|

3 (Option: |
include any gene

Enits on the appbcant's response to |
mpact subcrteria sc

These comments will no

RO4-16-A-073_2 aisx



A | B | C D
1 FY2016 - National Brownfields Grant Proposal Evaluation - Assessment
NSTRUCTIONS:
o logically navigate through this form, enter the “Tab" keys. This will move you through the form on a question-by-question basis. If you hit the "Enter” key, you will be moved
rough the form vertically, which will no longer p pt you to questi onaq ion-by-question basis.
2
3 |Proposal Number (use format R01-16-A-001) : R04-16-A-073
4 |Applicant Name: City of Brooksville Ranking
5 |State: Florida Criteria
Score:
5 [Reviewers Name: [ g
7 |Reviewer's Organization: Region 4 points 160)
8 |Date: 2/19/2016
9 139
10
11 [Scores should be expressed in whole numbers only. Document score decisions below and provide substantive comments thal provide the basis for your score
2 ! '
13 Ranking Criteria
14 [refer to the Guidelines for additional infi tion on all g criteria]
15 ] L
T nking Criteria W\ﬂm
B.1. COl NEED [50 points) —
This section of your proposal provides the context for your project. The needs defined in this section should provide the f ion of your later di ion of the d i
and p ps, and the ways the project will ultimately benefit your targeted community (both outputs and outcomes). This section of your narrative should |denlrh' your targeted community, as
hwell as the mmrnumfl hrawnl\old issues and the impacts they have on the l-n;om: cammunity in which Ihay are located. This section should also present the environmental, health and/or welfare, and
leconomic challenges faced by the targeted community as related to its b fi Prop will be d on the quality and extent to which you have presented a compeliing picture of your brownfield(s)
and the needs of your targeted community. a“
Al prop should how the grant will serve a ity(jes) to of faci the identification and reduction of threats to the health or welfare of children, pregnant women, minarity or
i ities, or other itive populations; and will serve a community(ies) that is unable to draw on other sources of funding b of the small population or low income of the community.

[Coalition proposals should demonsirate how the grant will serve coalition partners and communities that would otherwise not have access lo resources to address brownfields. For example, a state or county
may put together a coalition that includes small communities that do not have the capacity to apply for b fields funding on their own.
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Score
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19 [V.B.1.a. Targeted G ity and Brownfields [25 points]

1.a.i Targeted Community Description (5 points)

include a brief description of your city, town, or geographic area to prowide
the reader some background on its cultural and industrial history that
establishes the context for your brownfield challenges

Strengths (Reasons for awarding poinis)

Within this geographic area, identify and descnbe the targeted community
fehere you plan to perform assessment activities, such as a neighborhood,
fdistrict, commidar, census tract, or other locality around which your project will
focus

20

1.a.ii. Demographic Information (5 points

Provide demagraphic information about your targeted community including
pertinent indicators of population, L P il, poverty, and
income such as those shown in the suggested table below, and clearty cite
the sources of your data

2

1.2 iii, Description of Brownfields {10 points}

[Descnbe the brownfields sites in your targeted community. Include
information on the: nature and extent of your brownfields (such as past land
uses and site activities, po y related en tal issues or
contaminants, and current conditions); real or perceived negative
environmental impacts associated with the brownfields; and

brownfields' proximity to the targeted community.

22
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[Ranking Criteria

23

1.a.iv. Cumulative Environmental Issues (5 points)

In addition to the presence of brownfield sites, provide a summary (using
available information) of other vanous cumulative environmental issues (8.g
siting of power plants, incinerators, industry, landfills, congested highways, or
other sources of air, water and land peliution) or other environmental justice
concemns (such as overburdening from existing sources of pollution) which
may be presant.”

24

[V.B.1.b. Imp on Targeted C ity [10 points]

25

Using existing available information, please respond to the tems below

- Discuss impacts the brownfields have on pubhc health or welfare of your
targeted community

- Provide information descnibing the threats to health and welfare to sensitive
groups in the largeted community who are potentially subject to the
environmental expasures, including brownfields. (Please refer to FAQs for
information on sensitive populations )

= Describe how cumulative enviranmental and/or brownfield issues have
disproportionately impacled your targeted community

Original
Score

tn

26

(V.B.1.c. Financial Need [15 points]

Strengths (Reasons for awarding points)

Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)
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]

on other sources of funding because of a small population, low income or
other factors of the targeled community

(Descnbe how local economec conditions may have been made worse due lo

industrial decline, plant closures, natural disasters, or other significant
_, jeconcmic disruptions.

RO4-16-A-073_1 xlsx

A =] D
Original
16 Iletino Criteria Score
1.c.i. Econ O n in
Describe why you, as the applicant, need this funding and are unable to draw|




A | B | G D

Original
16 |Ranking Criteria L. Score
1.c.ii. Economic Effects of Brownfields {10 points) 7

Elaborate on the demographic table above (Section V.B.1.a) and discuss the
key economic effects (e g. reduced tax base. lost jobs and business
opportunities, depressed proparty values, ongoing costs 1o secure vacant
properties, etc ) of the brownfields on the targeted community

(Descnbe other economic effects associated with brownfields such as blight,
property vacancy, community disinvestment, burden on municipal services
elc To the extent thal this discussion may include quantitatve estimates and
statistics, clearly cite the sources of such dala

28

[V.B.2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND FEASIBILITY OF SUCCESS [50 points] a

This section of your proposal describes your project and how it will be implemented. This section should demonstrate the feasibility of the project you will fund with this grant, and the extent to which the grant

hwill stimulate the availability of other funds for environmental or d . and the subseq reuse of the target area in which the brownfield site(s) is located.

Proposals will be . as further d bed below, on the quality and extent to which you demonstrate:

|- How your project will further the targeted community's land use and revitalization plans or vision;

- a reasonable approach and methodology to achieve project goals, and expend funds in a timely and efficient manner; 4

|- a realistic basis for project costs,;
|- a reasonable plan to track and measure project progress; and

|- the availability of, and access to, r to lete the project.

JAll proposals should demonstrate how the majority of grant funds are allocated for tasks directly d wath wental site

Site-specific prog Is should d trate how the task d ip and budget justify the need for the amount of funding requested for the proposed site
29 iCoalition prop should how the grant funds will address a minimum of five sites as well as sites located in each coalition member's jurisdiction.

Criteria Comments Criterion
Score
30
.B.2a. ject ipti J imi i

. \i ?"2;] Project Description, Project Timing and Site Selection [25 Strengths (Reasons for awarding points) S (R for ot ing points) 20
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16 [Ranking Criteria

Project Description {15 points)
Describe the project thal will be funded under this grant and how the project
aligns with the targeted community's land use and revitalization plans. In
addition lo the description of the grant-funded assessmant work, descnbe the
redevelopment strategy or projected redevelopment for the property or
properties that are assessed

33

2.a.ii. Project Timing (5 points

Describe your approach for implementing and executing key project activties
Pwithin the three year period of performance. Specifically address the tming of
key project activibes (including contractor procurement, site salection, and
securing site access) and state who will be responsible for
implementing/completing those activities

2.2.iii. Site Selection {5 points
For community-wide proposals, describe the process for pnoritizing and
selecting sites to assess, and for obtaining access to those sites

OR

For assessment coalition proposals, descnbe the proposed governance
structure amongst your coaliion partners which be implemented to pnontize
and select sites to assess, and the process for obtaining access lo those
sites

OR
For site-specific assessment proposals descnbe the existing conditions of the|

subject property including anticipated levels of contamination, size, and/or
status of ownership of the site

[V.B.2.b. Task Descriptions and Budget Table [20 points]

Strengths (Reasons for awarding points)

for not

g points)

Original
Score
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2 b.i Task Descriptions {15 points]

List the tasks required to implement the proposed project, including the work
thal wall take place under each grant-funded task and any additional work or
services necessary to camy out the project that will be funded by sources
other than this grant. |dentify and enumerate specific outputs from the
project, which may include, but are not limited 1o, Phase | environmental site
assessments, Phase Il envionmental sile assessments, site cleanup plans,
area-wide plans, or site inventories. [Refer to Section |.F.1 for an explanation
of outputs.]

Provide a cost estimate for each grant-funded task, which describes the
basis for the estimated costs, and specifies costs by the budget categories
shown in the table below. Applicants requesting hazardous substance and
petroleum funding in the same proposal must distinguish hazardous
substance relaled tasks from petroleumn relaled tasks, Where appropriate,
present unit costs and quantify work products (e.g., Contractual Costs.
Conduct Phase 1 assessments on five sites at a cost of $2 500 each fora
total of $12 500). Explain any costs that appear to be atypical (i.e., unusually
high or low)

Co not include tasks for activities that are ineligible uses of funds under
EPA's assessment grant (e.g., land acquisition, building demolition that is not
necessary o assess contamination at the site, building or site preparation, or
admiristrative costs, such as indirect costs)

Discuss how you plan to track and measure your progress in achieving the
project results (outcomes and outputs)

Original
Score
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37

2 Budget Table (5 points)

The table format below can be used to present the allocation of EPA grant
funds to the specific tasks described above. Specify the costs by budget
jcategory. Include ONLY EPA grant funds in this table. Activities not
supported by the grant should not be included in the budget table

Applicants requestng hazardous substance and petroleum funding in the
same proposal must provide either two separate budget tables, or two
separate line items within one budget table, which distnguish hazardous
substance funds from petroleum funds

Note: EPA encourages the use of the table formal below

38

(V.B.2.c. Ability to Leverage [5 Points]

39

Describe other sources of funding or resources thal you have, or may be
seeling, to ensure the successful rewtalization of brownfields sites assessed
fwith this grant. This should include public or private resources (beyond this
farant) to achieve the assessment, cleanup, and/or redevelopment needs of
the brownfields sites. Attach copies of any letters or documentation to
substantiate firm commitments of leveraged funding

If you are not yel able to identify sources of leveraged funding needed for this
project, then provide a recent example where you or your project partners
have successfully leveraged resources to achieve an environmental or
revitalization goal of your community (no! necessanly on a brownfields site)

for not

ing points)
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T 2 . i P O AT
[V.B.3. COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT AND PARTNERSHIPS [35 points]
[This section of your proposal demonstrates how you will inform involve and inform the y and other stakehol during the planning and implementation of your project. Your responses 1o the criteria
hwill also explain how your prop community engag plan will meet the needs of the targeted community identified in the Community Need (Section V.B.1) portion of your proposal and identify the
stakeholders and partners necessary to achieve the benefits discussed in Project Benefits (Section V.B.4)
Proposals will be evaluated on the quality and extent to which they
. demonstrate actions or plans to effectively involve and inform the targ [ and kehold:
|- identify the relevancy of the ftribal y to the project;
|- identify roles of other rel [+ parinerships; and
- identify the relevant roles of community organizations and affirm their involvement in the project through commitment letters. %%
= ide prop should ate how the whole community, not just localized groups directly affected by a site or sites, has provided input from the project inception and will be engaged
throughout the project.
|Site-Specific proposals should discuss and demonstrate meaningful efforts to involve and inform Y groups of rep directly aff d by the site, in addition to the broader community.
|Coalition proposals should how all dok d through this project have provided input from the beginning of the project, and will be engaged and informed throughout the project.
(Coalition proposals should demonstrate that the grant recipient will ensure that community engag is tailored specifically to the needs of each targeted
ity and coal ber.
40
Criteria Comments Criterion
Score
41
[V.B.3.a. Plan for Involving Targeted C ity & Other : . aak o
42 land Communicating Project Progress [15 Stringths:(Ressons for dwdrdeg ponta) i for not g paints) 13

43

3.2.i, Community Involve t Plan {10 points

Discuss your plan for involving the targeted community and other
stakeholders (such as neighborhood organizations, citizens groups, property
jowners, lenders, business organizations and developers) in the planning and
implementation of your project (which may include project planning, site
selection for assessments, cleanup decisions, and reuse planning)

RO4-16-A-073_1.xlIsx



nking Criteria

44

J.a.ii. Communicating Progress (5 points

Describe your plans for communicating the progress of your project to
community members, Also, descnbe how the identified communication plans
are appropnate and effective for the targeted community(ies)

Note: Applicants may address this enterion by vanous means that show

ingful public engager where infe tion is shared and views and
nput are actively solicted, including public meetings, webinars, use of
media, and internel forums. Appiicants must demonsirate how they will
engage the targefed community in meaningful ways to ensure success of the
loroposed project.

Original
Score

45

v.B.3.b. P ips with Agencies [10 points]

wn

46

3.bi. Local/State/Tribal Environmental Autherity (5 points)

Piease identify and provide information on the agency which runs the
relevant brownfields, voluntary cleanup or other similar program at the
local/state/tribal level (i.e., the environmental agency and/or health agency)

47

3.b.ii. Other Governmental Partnerships (5 points)

identify and provide information on other relevant federal, state, and/or local
gavernmental agencies with which you will partner dunng your assessment
project. (e.g., EPA, DOT, HUD, a health agency)

48

V.B.3.c. Partnerships with C ity Organizati [10 points]

49

3.c.i. Community Organization Description & Role (5 points)

Include a description of each community organization involved in your
project, as well as, their role in and commitments to the planning and
implementation of the project. EPA may conduct reference checks to ensure
that organizations identified are supportive and involved with the brownfields
project

!
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50

—
i, Letters of Commitment (5 points)

tach current letters to the proposal from all of the community organizations

fyou have discussed. These letters should discuss their support for the

project, and describe and affirm their roles and commitments to the planning

land implementation of the project. The numbers of partners is not as

impartant as the contributions and the relevance of their organization

51

D
Original
Se.

'B.4. PROJECT BENEFITS [25 points]

[This section of your proposal describes the anticipated out and beneﬁls
planning efforts as discussed in the Project Description (Section V.B.2), i

p d [rom ynur project in the context of the needs you discussed in the Community Need (Section V.B.1), the broader

y sustainable red P planning and

g and the near-term efforts 1o support sustainable environmental practices in the community, 11 will

Jalso describe how the outcomes of this assessment work will contribute to the community plan for the r I of br fields sites. Pr

‘will be evaluated on the quality and ex:enl Io which they

demonstrate the potential of the project, or the development ptln lol the pro}er.t area, to realize significant outcomes and benefits to the h

and stimulate economic or non-economic benefits

and of the

24

52

Criteria

Comments

Criterion
Score

53

[V.B.4.a. Health and/or Welfare and Environment [10 points]

54

4.a.i. Health and/or Welfa nefit ints

(Descnbe the health and/or welfare benefits anbcipated from this grant (or
broader project), and how these benefits will address the health and/or
parifare challenges discussed in the Community Need section of your
narrative {Section V.B.1)

55

[4.2.ii, Environmental Benefits {5 points

Describe the nmental benefits i d from this grant {or broader
project), and how these benefits will address the environmental challenges
discussed in the Community Need section of your narrative (Section V.B.1)

[V.B.4.b. Environmental Benefits from R IS inabl

Reuse [B points]

Strengths (Reasons for awarding points)

Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding points)

Weaknesses (Reasons for not awarding poinis)
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Discuss potential outcomes and economic benefits, such as increased
jemployment and expanded tax base, which may be achieved through the

red P 1t of siles d under this grant (be as specific as
possible),

or

discuss non-economic benefits associated with siles 1o be reused for
greenspace or other nol-for-profit activities. Examples may include areas
redeveloped for uses such as parks, recreation areas, greenways,
environmental buffers and other not-for-profit, governmental or chantable
organization spaces libraries, schools, health centers, community centers,
fire stations, elc

61

c.ii, Job Creation Potent
Programs (2 points
Descnbe any planned efforts to promote local hinng and procurement or link
members of the community o polential employment opportunities in
brownfields assessment, cleanup, or redevelopment relaled to your proposed
projects. Such efforts may include, but are not imited to partnenng with local
fworkforce d P 1t entities or Br fields job training grantees

Partnerships with Workforce Development

A B C D
Original
15 [Ranking Criteria Sios
————
4. b.i, Policies, Planning, and Other Tools (5 points
Provide examples of how you will use your community or organizaton’'s
palicies, ordinances, planning or other tools to foster and implement
sustainable development outcomes, including the use of existing
infrastructure, for sites addressed with this grant. Examples of sustamable
Jdevelopment practices are listed in Section |.D of these guidelines
57
Describe how your approach 1o address and revitalize brownfield sites will
incorporate equitable development practices or the HUD-DOT-EPA Livability
Principles; such as improved transportation choices, affordable housing, and
other considerations as described in Section 1.D of these guidelines
58
[VBac E icand C i (long-t ) —— = =
R ¥ 9 7 v { for not g points)
| 59 lpoints]
|4.c.i. Economic or Other Benefits (5 points
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